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Current Topics. 


The Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 

From a notice which we print elsewhere it will be seen that 
the necessary steps to comply with the Treasury conditions 
under the Colonia] Stock Act, 1900, have been taken by the 
Government of Nigeria. 

Women Barristers. : 

It APPEARS to be generally assumed now that the Barristers 
and Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill will shortly be- 
come law, though it has still to face such criticism as may anse 
in the House of Commons, and speculation is rife as to the 
arrangements which the Inns of Court will make for the 
accommodation of the hew comers. Grave doubts are, we 
gather, expressed as to whether a training for the practice of 
the law, which is largely social and consists in dining, can be 
adapted to the female sex. The doubts strike one as a little 
odd, since men and women have mingled freely in society for 
quite a number of years, and we should have thought that the 
social part of the life of the Inns of Court was just the domain 
where the ladies would be welcome. From what we hear of co- 
education in the medical profession we gather that it has by 
no means diminished festivity, and we imagine that the 
approaching change will lead to a general brightening up of 
both sides of Fleet-street. No; we do not think the proposi- 
tion for a fifth Inn, to be devoted solely to women, will find 


much favour 


The Magisterial Age Limit. 

Tuere will, we expect, be a good deal of sympathy with the 
protest made by Mr. pre Grey, the West London magistrate, 
on his compulsory retirement at the age of 70. He appears 
to be the first victim of a rule which has recently been applied 
to London magistrates, though there has not hitherto been 
any age limit for judicial office elsewhere ; and, in fact, given 
the ordinary health which usually accompanies success in the 
law—and indeed may be said to be a condition of it—-the age 
of 70 by no means marks the end of a man’s capacity for 
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judicial work. Often he is as capable at that age and beyond 
as younger men, and there are plenty of examples of good 
work done on the Bench long after the age limit in question. 
The increase of Rent, &c., Bill. 

We print elsewhere the text of the Increase of Rent and 
Mortgage Interest (Restriction) Bill as it was taken to the 
House of Lords after amendment in the House of Commons. 
It continues (clause 1) till Lady Day, 1921, the operation of 
the Increase of Rent, &c., Act, 1915, and the enactments 
amending it-—that is, the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 
1917, and the Increase of Rent, &c., Amendment Act, 1918—~— 
but subject to the modifications contained in clauses 2 and 3. 
The scheme of the Act of 1915, as is well known, is to protect 
the occupiers of smal] houses against ejectment and against in- 
crease of rent above the ‘‘ standard rent ’’-that is, the rent on 
3rd August, 1914; and to protect the owners of small houses 
subject to mortgage from increase of mortgage interest 
above the standard rate—that is, the rate at the same 
date But there is no _ protection against recovery 
of possession by a landlord who reasonably requires 
the premises for the occupation of himself or some 
person in his employ, and until the Act of 1918 there was no 
protection against a purchaser from the landlord who required 
the premises for the same purpose. Under clause 2 of the Bill 
an increase of 10 per cent. in rent is allowed in respect of the 
extended period —that is, the period between the original date 
of expiry of the Act of 1915 and Lady Day, 1920. Now the 
Act of 1915 was to continue in force during the continuance 
of the war and for six months thereafter, so that it will be 
some months at least before the increased rent will be payable. 


The Treaty of Peace is not yet signed, and the six months 
will not begin to run until a date fixing the termination of the 
war—which must be as nearly as may be the date of exchange 


or deposit of ratifications of the treaty or treaties of peace— 
has been fixed by Order in Council: Termination of the Pre- 
sent War (Definition) Act, 1918, section 1 (2) Similarly, 
mortgage interest may be increased for the extended period by 
one half per cent. per annum up to a maximum of 5 per cent. : 
clause 3. The limits of the property protected are increased 
so as to include in the Metropolitan Police District houses 
where neither the standard rent nor the rateable value exceed 
£70; in Scotland £60; and elsewhere £52. And there are a 
number of amendments of the Act of 1915. [An amendment 
in the House of Lords on Thursday makes the increase in rent 
run from Michaelmas, 1919. | 
The Ministry of Ways and Communications Bill. 
Tue most striking feature so far in the debates on the 
Ministry of Ways and Communications Bill is the under- 
taking by the Government to amend clause 4 by eliminating the 
procedure by Order in Council. The Bill by clause 1 provides 
that ‘‘ for the purpose of improving the means of, and the 
facilities for, locomotion and transport,’’ a Minister of Ways 
and Communications may be appointed. Clause 2 requires the 
new Minister to take steps to carry out these purposes, and 
there are to be transferred to him, as from dates to be deter- 
mined by Order in Council, all powers and duties .of any 
Government Department relating to (a) railways; (6) light 
railways ; (¢) tramways ; (¢) canals, waterways and inland navi- 
gations ; (¢) roads, bridges and ferries, and vehicles and traffic 
thereon ; (/) harbours, docks and piers; and (g) the supply of 
electricity ; and also any powers of any Government Depart- 
ment with respect to the appointment of members or the proce- 
dure of the Railway and Canal Commission. Clause 3 extends 
for two years from the passing of the Act the present Govern- 
ment. control of railways. This is ‘‘ with a view to affording 
time for the consideration and formulation of the policy to be 
pursued as to the future position of these and other public 
undertakings of the kind enumerated ”’ ; and for the same pur- 


pose power is given to take possession of such undertakings and 
the plant thereof, and railway wagons of private owners. 
Compulsory Purchase by Order in Council. 

Tue ABovE provisions of the Ministry of Ways and Communi- 
cations Bill enable all the undertakings in question to be 
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originally framed, was to be allowed as soon as the Govern- 
ment thought fit to take power by Order in Council. The 
material parts of clause 4 are as follows :— 
4.—(1) His Majesty in Council may at any time after the passing 
of this Act by order authorize the Minister 
(a) to purchase by agreement or compulsorily and work the 
whole or any part of any railway, light railway, tramway, canal, 
waterway or inland navigation, harbour or dock undertaking the 
acquisition of which is, in the opinion of the Minister, expedient 
for improving facilities for locomotion and transport ; 


(5) to enter into and carry into effect agreements with the owners 
of any such undertaking for the placing of the undertaking, or any 
part thereof, under the control of the Minister to such extent and 
subject to such financial arrangements as, with the consent of the 
Treasury, may be agreed ; 

(c) himself to establish any such undertaking and to work and 
maintain the same, and for that purpose to acquire any lands, 
either by agreement or compulsorily, and the Order may incorporate 
the provisions of the Lands Clauses Acts, subject to such modifica 
tions as may be specified in the Order, being modifications of those 
Acts made, or authorized to be made, by the Development and Road 
Improvements Funds Act, 1909, or any other enactment, and the 
Order may incorporate or apply any of the provisions of any enact- 
ment relating to the construction, maintenance, or working of rail 
ways, light railways, tramways, canals, harbours, docks, and piers 

And further paragraphs of the clause give power (d) to lease 
undertakings, (¢) to purchase private railway wagons, and (/) 
to establish, maintain, and work transport services by land or 
water. This is probably the most ambitious scheme of Govern- 
ment interference with property which has hitherto been 
attempted ; but whether nationalization of railways and similar 
undertakings is to come or not, it is clear that it should only 
come as the result of discussion in Parliament and not by 
Government decrees. The clause, however, is to be withdrawn 

except that the object of paragraph (e) will be attained 

otherwise, and the power in paragraph (f) will be included in 
the temporary powers of clause 3 ; and in addition the Minister 
will be able, subject to Treasury control, to constructsuch works 
as may be necessary during the temporary period for two years. 
Before that time is up, the whole question of Government con- 
trol of transport will have te be considered. 


The Assessment of Reversion Duty. 

A pEctsion which appears to aim a severe blow at reversion 
duty has been given by the Court of Appeal in Lecclesiastical 
Commissioners v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (Times, 20th 
inst.). The question seems to have been, in substance, whether 
the decision of the House of Lords in Jnland Revenue Com- 
missioners v. Marquess Camden (1915, A. C. 241) was to be 
carried to its logical conclusion so as to give the lessor the 
benefit of the cost of buildings agreed to be erected by the 
lessee in arriving at the “‘ total value ’’ at the date of the 
lease. Under section 18 of the Finance Act, 1910, reversion 
duty is charged on the value of the benefit accruing to the 
lessor by the determination of the lease, and this is the surplus 
of the “ total value’ of the land at the determination of the 
lease over the total value at the commencement; but the total 
value at the commencement is to be calculated in a way pre- 
scribed by the statute; it is to be ascertained on the basis 
of the rent reserved and payments made in consideration of 
the lease. It appears from the Marquess of Camden's case 
that money expended by a lessee as a condition of obtaining 
the lease is a payment made in consideration of the lease, and 
in the present case the question was how this was to be brought 
into account in arriving at the original total value. We have 
not space to go into the figures, but bringing in the expendi- 
ture in what seems to be the natural way, the original total 
value was £2,232, and the agreed present total value was 
£2,400, leaving £168 chargeable to the duty. Under the 
special method of deferred payment contended ‘for by the 
Inland Revenue Commissioners, the original total value was 
£1,022, giving £1,378 as the benefit to the lessor. At the 
trial before Lusn, J. (1918, 2 K. B. 602), that learned Judge 
acceded to the latter contention, and said that if the Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners were right, reversion duty would become 
a matter of trifling importance. The Court of Appeal have, 





brought under Government control, but they stop short of 
Government acquisition. This, however, as the Bill 'was 


however, reversed his decision, and we presume the cons¢- 
quence which Luss, J., foresaw now follows, 
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Banker’s Negligence. 

Tue sussect or ‘‘ Banker's negligence in receiving crossed 
cheques ’’ was dealt with in our issue of January 18th (ante, 
p. 209). The negligence there principally referred to was 
negligence in opening an account with a stranger without in- 
quiry. A case last week in the King’s Bench Division illus- 
trates the negligence of a banker in regard to a crossed cheque, 
where there are words written on the cheque, such as ‘‘ account 
payee,’’ &c.—indicating that the customer who pays in the 
cheque is not the true owner: Ross v. London County, West- 
minster and Parr’s Bank (March 13th, BariLtuacue, J.). 
Cheques had been drawn in favour of the officer in charge of 
the administration of the estates of deceased Canadian sol- 
diers, and, after being indorsed by him, had been stolen by 
one DE VoLP!, and paid into the latter’s private account with 
the defendant bank. The plaintiff was the Paymaster-General 
of the Oversea Military Forces, and he sued the defendant 
bank for conversion of the cheques. The question of negli- 
gence, as always, was here a question of fact, but certain 
kinds of conduct undoubtedly raise a presumption of negli- 
gence. In the present case crossed cheques were made payable 
to a public officer, and were paid to his own account by a private 
customer. The bank made no inquiries as to the right of 
their customer to,dea] with the cheques. Was this negli- 
gence? Evidence was given both ways—that it was, and that 
it was not, the usual course in banking business for inquiries 
to be made. Bartnacne, J., came to the conclusion that 
abstention from inquiry was negligence, and judgment went 
for the plaintiff accordingly. The learned Judge said: The 
cheques were “‘ payable to some public department. The 
indorsement shewed the same thing. Was it in the ordinary 
course of business that a cheque so drawn and indorsed should 
be paid to some private person? The answer was in the 
negative. Therefore a person of ordinary intelligence, who 
was fit to be employed by the bank, ought to be put upon 
inquiry.’’ The case was still stronger with regard to one of 
the cheques, which had written on it the words ‘‘ account 
payee,’’ and the Judge’s observations with regard to the 
banker’s negligence applied with most force to that cheque 
The decision is a useful addition to the not very large number 
of cases which are authorities for the proposition that a bank 
cannot ordinarily justify receiving payment of a cheque 
crossed ‘‘ account payee ’’ on behalf of a person other than 
the payee named in the cheque. The ability thus to restrict 
the negotiability of a cheque is a valuable protection for 
drawers of cheques, albeit not one actually conferred by 
statute under the Bills of Exchange Acts. English lawyers 
in search of authorities on this point will do well to consult 
a case in the Australian reports—State Savings Bank of 
Victoria v. Permewan, Wright ad: Co. (1914, 19 Commonwealth 
L. R. 457)—much resembling Ross v. London County, West- 
minster and Parr’s Bank. Cheques were drawn ir such a way 
as to shew on their face that they were intended to be used 
for payment of customs duties, and a bank was held liable, 
on the ground of negligence, for receiving payment of them 
on behalf of a private customer, the cheques having been in 
fact stolen. This Australian case is the more valuable because, 
as to some of the cheques, the bank escaped liability, the 
majority of the Court holding that the restricting words were 
not so clear, the word ‘‘ duties ’’ only being used. 


Overhanging Trees. 

IN REFERENCE to the question of nuisance by overhanging 
which we discussed recently (ante, p. 335) a learned correspon- 
dent writes:—‘‘ A very interesting question with regard to 
overhanging trees has been recently decided by the Divisional 
Court in the case of Wills v. Brooker (Times, 18th ult.). It was 
settled by the House of Lords in Lemmon v. Webb (1895, 
A. C. 1) that the branches of oak trees overhanging a neigh- 
bour’s land may be cut off by the neighbour, the ground of the 
decision being that the overhanging branches constituted a 
nuisance which the neighbour was entitled to abate without 
notice so long as he did not go on his neighbour’s land. That 
decision, however, did not deal with the respective rights of the 


parties in the branches when severed from the realty and left 
open the question as to the property in them when severed. 
That question has now been decided by Mil/s v. Brooker (supra). 
In that case the overhanging trees happened to be apple trees, 
and the defendant claimed the right not only to lop the over 
hanging branches, but also to appropriate the branches and the 
apples that were on them. The plaintiff thereupon brought an 
action for damages for conversion, and the county court judge 
decided in his favour, which decision was affirmed by the 
Divisional Court. Avory, J., said the right to lop did not 
carry with it the right to appropriate the branches. As soon 
as the branches and apples were severed from the realty they 
became personal chattels, but they remained the property of 
the plaintiff, and were therefore subject to an action for con- 
version. The court was satisfied that the plaintiff had the 
property and the right to possession So far, therefore, the 
law is clear. You may lop the offending branches, but you 
must not appropriate the spoils. There remains a third ques 
tion which did not call for decision and which is still an open 
one, and that is, how is the owner of the severed branches to 
enforce possession? The obvious, if not the only, course is for 
him to enter the land and remove the branches, if he can do so, 
without doing any damage, and this view is supported by the 
interesting old case of Mulgrave v. Ogden (Cro. Eliz. 219). It 
may be added that the present state of the law on the subject 
seems to militate against the old saying that the ownership of 
land carries with it everything above the surface usque ad 
celum. But that time-honoured maxim seems to have already 
received its death blow from the progress of aviation 








A Digest for the Empire. 


In these days of enquiry into the relations between capital and 
labour it is perhaps a relief to remember that the remuneration 
received is not always a calculated equivalent for the labour 
and effort expended in a particular direction, and that life 
work is not always left to be estimated in terms of silver and 
gold. It is, no doubt, owing to the fact that higher considera 
tions have moved our business leaders, and that the elements of 
enterprise have entered so largely into their schemes, that the 
foundations of our Empire have become so well and truly laid. 
Our observations on this point have been suggested by the 
announcement of the publication of the ‘‘ English and Empire 
Digest,’’ the first volume of which was issued on the Ist Feb 
ruary of this year. This publication is an excellent, proof that 
the old spirit of thoroughness, coupled with worthy ambition, 
which has weaved itself into British commercial life, is by no 
means yet dead ° 

We do not propose at present to refer to the more technical 
aspects of the work and the part undertaken by the distin 
guished legal authorities whose names appear on its title page 
as forming its editorial board. What we wish to refer to at 
the moment is the foundation which must have been nobly and 
widely planned by the promoters of the work. Their success as 
the publishers of the ‘‘ Encyclopedia of Forms and Prece- 
dents,’’ and their greater success in the production of Lord 
Hatssury's Laws of England, have no doubt encouraged them 
to produce what we think will prove to be an even greater work 
than the complete statement of the ‘‘ Law of England ”’ which 
has become identified with the name of the veteran ex-Chancel- 
lor. We were fortunate during the preparation of that work to 
gain some knowledge not only of the thoroughness with which 
its preparation and revision were undertaken, but also of the 
machinery which was gradually framed by the publishers and 
which became an essential part of the production of the work, 
We have no doubt that what was necessary in that case has been 
all the more essential in the case of the ‘‘ English and Empire 
Digest."’ We understand that plans for the ‘‘ Digest ’’ were 
laid several years before the outbreak of war, and that an im- 
mense amount of preparation was ac« omplished before the out- 
break of hostilities. Jnter arma silent leges, and while the 
great war was the seed time of a crop of emergency legislation, 
that was not the most fruitful field for law publishers 








But notwithstanding all the deadening influences of the 
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times, it is quite apparen? that the hopes and aims of the 
organisers in this great abridgment have not been damped 
All the more is this to their credit, and now that hostilities 
have ceased and the pen is once again proving mightier than 
the sword, the fomiiine of the great enterprise comes as a 
reminder that progress in science is the watchword of peace, 
and in these times, when Britain and the utmost parts of the 
Empire have become united in points of mutual sacrifice, no 
more fitting monument of the unity in law which binds so many 
constituent states together can be erected than the present 
work. This view has found fitting expression in the masterly 
introduction written by Sir T. Wittes Cuirty, who, we are 
glad to see, has found time to act as managing editor, as he did 
in the case of the ‘‘ Laws of England.’’ For the sake of the 
profession at large, and our brethren beyond the seas, as well 
as in the great Republic of the United. States—whose legal 
system is so much akin to ours—we wish Lord Hatssury, 
as editor in chief, Sir T. Wuities Cuirty -and the 
publishers every the progress of the ‘‘ English 
and Empire Digest '’ towards completion. But in writing as 
we have done we are by no means oblivious of the services 
which ‘‘ Mews’ has rendered, and continues to render, 
to the profession 


Fliccess in 


Digest 


Profit-Sharing Schemes. 
I 





Lerrers in the daily Press shew a great revival of interest in 
the subject of profit-sharing as between employers and 
employees This is, of course, specially due at the present 
time to the increased efforts of labour to share with capital 
the profits of all production. But, as a matter of fact, the 
movement towards profit-sharing has been growing for the 
past thirty years, and reports published by the Board of 
Trade from time to time indicate progress by the increase in 
the number of businesses that definitely set aside a portion of 
profits for division among the workpeople. Tlns seems to 
shew thav the advantages of profit-sharing, which leads to 
increased output and economy in cost of production,-are be- 
ginning to be appreciated. The last report was published at 
the end of 1912—‘ Report on Profit-sharing and Labour Co- 
partnership in the United Kingdom ’’ {Cd. 6496]—and is of 
interest both from the general and the legal point of view, as 
accounts are given in detail of some actual schemes in work- 
ing. It appears that the number of profit-sharing schemes 
then known to be in operation was 133, the number of work- 
people employed being about 106,000. 

As ‘‘ profit-sharing ’’ is liable to be used in many senses, ib 
should be pointed out that it is only arrangements between an 
employer and his employees that are here referred to, and not 
i cases as profit-sharing by shareholders of a company or 
members of an industrial society, though, of course, a com- 
pany or society may make special arrangements similar to 
those made by a private employer with his workpeople. The 
definitions given in the report of 1912, already referred to, 
may be usefully quoted, as follows:—‘‘ Profit-sharing is 
understood to involve an agreement between an employer and 
his workpeople, under which the latter receive, in addition to 
their wages, a share, fixed beforehand, in the profits of the 
undertaking. A grant or bonus, therefore, made at the abso- 
lute discretion of an employer, and not upon any pre-arranged 
basis, is not a case of profit-sharing for the present pur- 
pose. ‘ Labour co-partnersnip is an extension of 
profit-sharing, enabling the worker to accumulate his share 
of profit in the capital of the business employing him, thus 
gaining the rights and responsibilities of a shareholder. A 
still further stage is found in some co-partnership schemes 
which provide for a direct share in the management as well 
as a share in the profits, one or more seats on the board of 
directors being expressly reserved for representatives of the 
workpeople.”’ 

The direct interest of the lawyer in profit-sharing schemes 
may almost be said to begin just where the interest of the 
ordinary layman ends. The question of the advisability of 
introducing euch a scheme, and the selection of an appro- 





priate type of scheme, are hardly matters for the lawyer as 
such at all. Not until the parties concerned have made up 
their minds as to what they want, and the question of carry- 
ing their wishes into execution arises, will the lawyer usually 
appear upon the scene. It will then be his part formally to 
draft the scheme and warn his clients of any pitfalls which 
may lie in their path and threaten to frustrate their imten- 
tions. But no one should attempt to give professional advice 
on this subject without knowing a good deal more than the 
ordinary law of contracts, partnership, &c. A knowledge of 
various schemes of profit-sharing, the business (as distin- 
guished from the purely legal) requirements of a profit- 
sharing agreement, and, in fact, in a general way the litera- 
ture of the subject, is indispensable. The Board of Trade 
report, already quoted from, will be found an excellent intro- 
duction to the study of various problems that may require 
solution. ' Rawson's Profit-sharing Precedents, published in 
1891, will give an insight into the literature of the subject 
and furnish useful hints for drafting, but there appears to be 
no more recent text-book than this little volume. 

Broadly, there are two classes of schemes—those in which 
the employer voluntarily allots a portion of the profits to his 
employees as a mere act of grace, and those in which the 
employees have a legal right to a certain portien of profit 
under the terms of a definite and binding agreement; the 
share agreed upon being in fact a part of their wages or 
remuneration for their labour, Most of the precedents of 
profit-sharing arrangements to be found in print belong to 
the former of these classes; but the present social movement 
indicates that for the future arrangements will be in favour 
under which the employees share in profits as a matter of 
legal right, and not by grace of the employer. The essence 
of schemes of the former class is that, so far as the employer 
is concerned, they are purely voluntary, and can be changed 
or even abrogated at the will of the employer. They are, 
however, definite schemes of profit-sharing, inasmuch as they 
presuppose the setting aside of a definite amount or percen- 
tage of the profits, and are not what are called ‘‘ indeter- 
minate ’’—where ‘‘ the employer decides himself, at the end of 
each financial period, what bonus he will allot to his work- 
people, neither fixing it at the outset by his regulations, nor 
communicating it confidentially to an accountant ’’ (Rawson, 
p. 1). In these voluntary schemes the employees’ share is 
usually allotted without direct reference to, or at all events 
without necessarily disclosing, the amount or percentage of 
profit made or retained by the employer. On the other hand, 
the essence of the profit-sharing scheme by agreement is that 
the employees are entitled to the amount agreed upon as a 
matter of strict legal right, and can enforce their rights, :f 
necessary, against the employer. The amount to which 
employees are entitled os we such conventional schemes is 
usually fixed,with direct reference to the amount of profit 
made by the employer; for instance, the employer may be 
entitled to a certain percentage of profit (calculated according 
to an arranged plan) before the employees’ share is payable. 
Suggestions are freely made at the present day that the 
employees may well receive all profit exceeding 7 per cent. or 
10 per cent., the specified rates thus representing the total! 
profit retained by the’employer. Other suggestions are to the 
effect that, after payment of a fixed rate of interest of 
moderate amount, all net profits should be divided equally 
between employer and employees, employer receiving 50 per 
cent. and employees 50 per cent., and a scheme to bring this 
about is actually being outlined by a conference of manufac- 
turers and representatives of organized labour (see_Times, 
14th inst.) 

Schemes will, of course, differ according to the nature of 
the undertaking or business to which they relate. A scheme 
suitable for a manufacturing business might not suit an agri- 
cultural holding. A recent suggestion has been made (see 
Times, 5th March) by the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture that the ‘‘ principles and practice of trade unionism 
were not strictly applicable to agriculture.’’ Reference was 
on this occasion made to a ‘‘ type of small holding where.in- 
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ienced men under a scient*fic manager might work on 
Agri- 


ex 
the district. weekly wage plus a share of the profits.’’ 


culture lends itself to arrangements that differ widely from | 


those suitable to manufacturing concerns in many ways. One 
plan is that of cultivating a given area of land under au 
arrangement by which the cultivator pays no rent or premium, 
but receives half the crop (or its money value), the owner of 
the land receiving the other half of the crop (or the whole 
after paying the cultivator one-half of its value). A scheme 
of this kind, very ‘common in some of the oversea dominions, 
which carries out the theory of profit-sharing in a most fair 
and practical way, illustrates strikingly the difference in this 
connection between one business and another. 

In another article it is proposed to dwell upon some of the 
points that require special attention in drafting schemes of 
profit-sharing. 

(To be continued.) 





The League of Nations Covenant. 
[. 


THERE are matters of policy connected with the Covenant of the 
League of Nations, the draft of which was read in the plenary 
sitting of the Peace Conference of the Allies and Associated Nations 
on 14th February, upon which it is unnecessary for us to touch ; 
one is, whether the Covenant shall be considered and put in a 
sufficiently final form to be an integral part of the Peace Treaty, 
or whether it shall be deferred to a subsequent date ; and the othe: 
is the criticism of the Covenant which has arisen in the United 
States, founded, we gather, mainly upon the allegations that the 
draft constitution of the League gives undue influence to the 


British Empire, and that*the provisions of the Covenant involve 


too great a burden on the United States in respect of interference 
in European affairs. Of the fortunes of the League on these points 
we can be no more than interested watchers of the course of 
events. 

The matters which are of chief importance in the draft Covenant 
are: (1) the constitution of the League; (2) the admission of new 
members; (3) the limitation of armaments; (4) the prohibition 
of war; (5) the means of settling disputes; (6) the enforcing of 
decisions; (7) the issue of mandates for the management of 
backward territories; and (8) amendments of the constitution of 
the League. 


1. The Constitution of the League.—The exereise of the functions 
of the League are entrusted to a Body of Delegates and an Execu- 
tive Council, who are to have the assistance of a permanent Secre- 
tariat. Later, there is to be a Permanent Court of International 
Justice ; but this is not to be brought into existence at once. Its 
constitution is to be elaborated by the Executive Council. 

The Body of Delegates is to consist of representatives of the 
members of the League. Each member may have three repre- 
sentatives, but only one vote. Meetings will be held at stated 
intervals, and also from time to time as occasion may require. 
This places all the members on an equality as regards voting, and 
it is important to notice the circumstances under which a majority 
decision can prevail. On this we cannot do better than quote from 
the explanation of the draft Covenant from an “authoritative source 
which was published in the Times of the 10th inst. We have in 
serted in the quotation references to the relevant Articles : - 


“This Body of Delegates is to meet as often as it desires, 
and can regulate its own procedure by majority votes (Art. 4). 
It can admit other States to membership of the League by a 
two-thirds majority vote (Art. 7). It can make amendments 
to the constitution of the League by a three-fourths majority 
vote, provided that these amendments are unanimously ap- 
proved by the Executive Council (Art. 26). When 
dealing with a dispute referred to it by any of its members, 
it can make a recommendation as to a settlement by a vote of 
all its members excluding those who are actually parties to 
the dispute. Further, in the event of disagreement among its 
members, other than the parties to the dispute, it can publish 
majqrity and minority reports upon the subject in question 
(Art. 15). These are the only cases in which voting in the 
Body of Delegates is recognized. That is to say, in all matters 
of policy, it is an organ for international discussion and regular 
negotiation, and no State can be bound to any decision or any 
policy with which is disagrees.” : 

Thus the functions of the Body of Delegates are deliberative 
rather than coercive, and the question of a majority decision will 
not, on points of substance, arise. 


intervention in international affairs is reserved for the 
This is to consist of representatives of the 
United States, the British Empire, France, Italy, and Japan, to- 
representatives of four other members, the selection 
| of these members to be made by the Body of Delegates on such 
principles and in such manner as they think fit. But invitations 
| must be sent to any Power to attend a meeting of the Council at 
| which matters directly affecting its interests are to be discussed, 
| and no decision taken at any meeting will be binding on any Power 
unless so invited. With regard to the functions of the Council, 
and the voting, the explanation already referred to states :— 
Like the Body of Delegates, the Executive Council has full 
power to deal with all matters of international importance, 
and can regulate its own procedure by majority votes (Art. 4). 
Like the Body of Delegates, too, it can make a recommenda- 
tion to the proper settlement of a dispute by a vote of all 
its members excluding those who are actually parties to the 
dispute, and can, in the event of disagreement among its 
me other than the parties to the dispute, publish 
majority and minority reports (Art. 15). These, however, are 
the only cases in which voting in the Executive Council is 
recognized. Like the Body of Delegates, its function is to 
secure international agreement, not to exert any overriding 
iuthority.”’ 


Active 
Executive Council. 


gether with 


as 


mobers 


It thus appears that nowhere is there power for a majority of 
any body in the League to force its decision on a dissentient 
minority, unless such minority consists of a party or parties to 
the dispute. In this respect the opinion of General Smuts, stated 
in his pamphlet “ The League of Nations,” has not been followed. 
There he says (p. 52) :— 

We want a League which will be real, practical; effeciive 
as a system of world-government. The scheme which I have 
seen, and which brings representatives of all the independent 
States of the world together in one conference to discuss the 
most thorny of all subjects, and requires that their decisions, 
to be binding, must be unanimous, is from that point of view 
not worth It means that there mever will be a 
decisive issue from the League.” 

But subsequently (p. 39) he suggests that a minority of three or 
might be sufficient to veto a resolution. Having 
regard to the size of the Council, this means that more than a 
thirds majority would be required to pass any resolution. 

Chis limitation,” he says, ‘ will prevent the Council from passin 
a resolution against which there 1s a strong feeling, while it wil 
not, I hope, substantially impair the working efliciency of the 
Council,” 

Sut if on this point General Smvurs’s suggestions have not been 
adopted, the influence of his pamphlet—or, perhaps we might say, 
his own direct influence with the League of Nations Committee at 
Paris—is very apparent in the draft Covenant. The distinction 
between the Bx «ly of De leg ites—or General Conference, as he calls 
and the Council is his, and also the constitution, position, and 
functions of the Council As the permanent members of the 
Council he names, like the draft Covenant, the British Empire, 
France, Italy, the United States and Japan, and he adds four 
additional members to be taken from the smaller States. But 
there is the important distinction that he assigns a permanent place 
to Germany “as soon as she has a stable democratic Government.” 
It is one of the obvious defects of the draft Covenant that it dis- 
criminates against Germany. Germany is not likely to cease to 
be one of the Great Powers, and a resettlement of the world that 
does not recognize this fact is, to say the least, short-sighted. And 
General Smuts urges that the representatives on the Council should 
be of the highest standing and authority—the Prime Ministers or 
Foreign Secretaries, who, however, should have the. right of 
appointing substitutes 

If the most important leaders in the Governments of the 
Powers attend the sittings of the Counci! as often as possible, 
und proper consultation of others interested takes place, the 
Council cannot fail to command the highest prestige and 
authority, and to become the Executive Committee of the whole 
body of Sovereign States in their international relations and 
activities ” (p. 40). 


discussion. 


more members 


"we 


it 


And, according to the explanation cited above, it was in fact the 
intention of the drafting Committee to give the Executive 
Council such a position :— 


It is important to realize that this central constitution of 
the League 1s intended to place the control over foreign policy 
directly in the hands of the chief responsible statesmen of each 
nation. Such matters are no longer to be dealt with by corre- 
spondence through Foreign Offices and diplomatists, but are 
to become one of the main duties of statesmen immediately 
responsible to the public opinion of their peoples.” 

‘To be continued. ) 
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WINGFIELD v. WINGFIELD. No. 1. 


SOLICITOR ("ost 


10th March. 
{CHARGING 
Act, 


ACTION 
SOLICTTORS 


RECEIVER IN 
PRESERVED 


APPOINTMENT Of 
ORDER Property Recovered or 
1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), s. 28 


1 wife whom divorce n the her 
ndul te ry, were pe nding hr vught am action a yainat he r husband, ( laiming 
that certain leasehold premises and their ¢ hud been purchased 
by him in truat for her, and she moved in the action for the appointment 
of a receiver in order waa made with the hushand'’s consent appoint 
ng depend nt person aa receiver in the but shortly after 
wards the wife inatructed her solicitora to abandon the action, and with 
drew her defence to the divorce nt abroad Ona 
by her licitora for a charging order upon the property for their coata, 
the Soli ict, 1860, «. 28 
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adgainat proceedings ground of 


mtenta 


an in action, 


suit, and we UM MONS 


fore 


unde i 


Hleld (revers ng Peterson. J.). that they were not entitled toa any euch 
charging order, as the property, the subject of the action, had not been 
** ree ed hy their effort 


weres r preser for any peraon intere ated in 


the 


action 


in order of Peterson, J., 
solicitors for a charging order under 
1860, wpon certain property as having 
The defend 


insurance 


Appeal by the defer t trom 
it by the plaintiff's 
the Solicitor Act 

served by their efforts in the action 
ant, who was an accountant and a branch of an 
in March, 1915, purchased certain leasehold premises, together 
and other effects in Grove End-road, St. John’s 
Wood A proprietary bridge club had been carried on upon the pre 
mises, and the defendant continued to under the name of 
the Fitzjohn’s Bridge Club. He left the management to his wife, the 
plaintiff in the action, ording to vidence, for business 
insured ind entered contract for the tele 
phone and other business transactions in his wife's name, but, if asked 
by members, always stated that he was the proprietor of the club. From 
April, 1917, he allowance of £20 a quarter for her 
services 1918 matrimonial differences 
and on 26th ndant filed a petition for divoree on 
the grout vdultery The plaintiff defended the suit, 
and upon an application by her for alimony it was agreed that she 
should « to manage the so long as it paid, at £20 a quarter 
The plaintiff and defendant had lived together in the upper part of 
the premises ur April, 1918 the defendant left On 22nd 
May, 1918, the plaintiff changed her solicitors and instructed Messrs 
Emanuel, Round, & Nathan They took over the defence to the divorce 
petition, and on 29th June issued the writ in the present action, claiming 
that the defendant had purchased the premises and the goodwill of the 
club as a trustee for his wife, and that they belonged to her. On 3rd 
July they served notice of motion for a receiver, and later the matter 
was referred to chambers The defendant did not object to the 
appointment of a receiver and manager of the club, provided that an 
independent person, and not his wife, was appointed, and ultimately, 
on 1st October, a Mr. Lemon s0 appointed. On Wth September 
the plaintiff wrote her solicitors informing them she was leaving for 
South Africa, and instructing them to abandon the proceedings in the 
action, and also to withdraw her defence to the divorce petition. She 
then left England, but the steamer on whicli she sailed was torpedoed 
and she was brought home, having lost her effects, but sailed again a 
few weeks later, and, when last heard of, was living with the co-re- 
spondent at Penang. Messrs. Emanuel, Round, & Nathan then applied 
by summons for a charging order upon the premises for their costs of 
the action. The summons having been adjourned into Court, Peterson, 
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the order asked for, and holding that a 
in the action with the defendant's con 
The defendant 


J., delivered judgment makin 
receiver having been sppelaal 
sent, that amounted to a preservation of the property. 
appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, M.R., having stated the facts, said that the attitude 
of the defendant upon the motion for the appointment of a receiver was 
a perfectly proper one. On that there was a reference to chambers to 
appoint an independent person as receiver, and there could be no appeal! 
from that order which was by consent. The plaintiff had gone abroad, 
and before going had abandoned all claim to the property. On that 
state of facts her solicitors now claimed that they had “ recovered ”’ or 
‘preserved ’’ the property. But for whom had they preserved it? 
They had not preserved it for the plaintiff either alone or jointly with 
any other person. And how could it be said that they had preserved it 
for the benefit of the defendant, who had claimed it as his own, and 
who had been attacked by them'in his possession of it? In his lord- 
ship’s opinion the appointment of the receiver and manager did not pre- 
serve the property for the defendant in any shape or form, and it was 
not accurate to say that the fact that a receiver and manager had been 
appointed entitled the solicitors who acted to a charging order over 
the property It was settled that solicitors might be entitled to a 
charging order, not only in the interest of their client, but in the interests 
of ail the parties whose rights were preserved by their action. Pro- 
perty might even be recovered or preserved, so as to entitle solicitors to 
a charging order, for the benefit of persons who were not parties to the 
action at all, as in Bulley v. Bulley (8 Ch. D. 479). The present case 
was not at all like that one, but was not altogether unlike Emden v. 
Carte (19 Ch. D. 311), where the costs of unsuccessfully opposing the 
claim of a trustee in bankruptcy of the plaintiff were not allowed to be 
charged. In the present case, once one arrived at the conclusion that 
the property in question had neither been recovered nor preserved for 
the benefit of anyone interested in the action, it could not be said that 
the solicitors were entitled to a charging order. 

Scrutron, L.J., and Eve, J., delivered judgment to the same effect, 
the former observing that sometimes parties who quarrelled made up 
their differences and then endeavoured to deprive their solicitors of their 
proper costs, but here there was no suggestion of collusion.—CounskEL, 
Mathew, KC., and J. F. Carr; Arnold Herbert, K.C., and Emanuel 
Soricrrors, Wingfield & Blew; Emanuel, Round, d Nathan. 


[Reported by H. Layevony Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.} 


T. A. RUFF AND CO. (LIM.) v. PANWELS. No. 2. 

4th, 5th, and 14th March. 
Awarp—AwarRp Ser Asipe sy DrvistonaL 
LEAVE NEITHER OBTAINED NOR APPLIED 


ARBITRATION—PRACTICE 
Court—AprraL—“* Jupar ”’ 
For—WnhHetHer NECESSARY. 
{ Divisional Court set aside an award of an arbitrator, and a pre- 

liminary objection to an appeal was taken on the ground that leave te 

appe al had neither been obtained nor applied for in the Divisional Court. 


Held. that no leave to appeal was necessary. The 
judge’ could not have a more extended meaning than that accepted 
when used in the Judicature Acts, or than that which it obviously bore 
in section 1 (3) of the Judicature (Procedure) Act, 1894. 

Appeal from an order of a Divisional Court setting aside an award 
made in arbitration proceedings under the Arbitration Act, 1889. A 
preliminary objection was raised to the appeal being heard. The 
objection’ was argued and judgment reserved on the point. 

Bankes, L.J., in the course of his considered judgment overruling the 
objection, said : The Divisional Court in this case had set aside an 
award upon the ground that it was bad in law and for error apparent on 
its face. A preliminary objection was taken that no appeal lay from 
that decision without leave, and that no leave had been applied for or 
obtained. The application to set the award aside was made under 
section 11 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. “ Court’ was defined in that 
statute as meaning ‘‘ His Majesty’s High Court of Justice.’’ Section 45 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, provides that no appeal should lie, without 
special leave from the Divisional Court, on appeal from inferior courts. 
Section 8 of the Judicature Act, 1884, extended the provisions of 
section 45 of the Act of 1873 to all appeals from any award or certificate 
of an arbitrator where there had been a compulsory reference to 
arbitration in any cause or matter in the Queen’s Bench~ Division. 
Section 1 (3) of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Act, 1894, 
made further provision restricting the right of appeal without leave 
from a Divisional Court. It was contended by the respondent that the 
decision of the Divisional Court was an interlocutory order or judgment 
within subsection (b), of section 1, of that Act, which provided that no 
appeal should (with certain exceptions not material here) lie without the 
leave of the judge from any interlocutory order or interlocutory 
judgment made by a judge, and that as a consequence no appeal lay 
without leave. It was contended.on the other side that the sub-section 
only applied to orders or judgments made or given by a “ judge,” and 
that the expression did not include a Divisional Court. It was further 
contended for the respondents that to accept the latter contention would 
not only be.to decide against the general policy of the Judicature Acts 
in reference to appeals without leave, but that it would result in leave 
being necessary where an award had been set aside by a Chancery Judge, 
but unnecessary where it had been set aside by a Divisional Court. No 
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leave to appeal was therefore necessary in the present case, and the 
obje tion to the appeal being heard failed 

Wakxurnoton and Duke, L.JJ., concurred 

Tue Court then proce t 
allowed it Counse.L, for the 
respondents ’ and Casswell 
a Th dit pe : BLL Cran d& H irper 
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High Court—Chancery Dyivision. 
BROWN v. THE BRITISH mar pry tte WHEEL CO (LIM.). Astbury, J. 
2ist February. 
ASSOCIATION— POWER 


CIRCUMSTANCES 
69), Ss 13 


FOR 
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CoMPANY ALTERATION OF ARTICLES Of 
Masority To Buy Our Minority In CERTAIN 
PANIES (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908 (8 Eb. 7, « 
The Court will not permit a company, even though it be acting per 

fee tly bona fide. to alter ita articles the 

majority of the shareholders to buy out the minority against their will 


of association in order to enable 


because such an expropriation of a minority by a majority ts contrary 


to natural justice 
Allen v. Gold 
applied 


Reefs of West Africa (Limited) (1900, 1 Ch. 656 


The plaintiff, on behalf of himself and all other shareholders other than 
the directors, issued a writ and notice of motion to restrain the 
defendant company from convening and holding meetings to add a pro 
posed article of association so as to enable a majority to expropriate the 
minority under the following circumstances. The defendant company 
was formed in 1909 as a private company, and became a public com 
pany in 1911. The articles, which adopted Table A with modifications 
contained restrictions on transfer, and provided that no share should be 
transferred to a non-member so long as any member was willing to pu 
chase at the “ fair value,” purchase of the average 
dividend for the last three preceding years The company 
very successful, and was practically at the end of its resources early in 
1918. 


processes 


being eight years 
Was not 


There were, however, two shareholders who believed in its recent 
and determined to try and make a and they 
offered to buy up the shares of existing members at par, and they did 
buy up over 49,000 of the 50,000 shares. The three directors held 100 
shares, and the remainder were held by five more shareholders, including 
the plaintiff, who was the holder of fifty shares The condition of 
the company was improving, and it was anticipated further capital would 
be required These two find this 
capital if they were given power to buy up all the remainder of the 
shares, there would be a winding-up. The directors 
of opinion that the proposed power; if given, would be for the benefit 
of the company as a whole. The directors gave notice of extraordinary 
meetings to add an article requiring any shareholder, upon the request 
of the holders of nine-tenths of the shares, to sell and transfer his 
shares ex dividend to the nominees of such holders iti consideration of 
the payment of the ‘‘ fair value,’’ as defined by the articles, or the par 
value, whichever was the greater. The plaintiff thereupon issued his 
writ. He did not challenge the fides of the directors or the 
majority, but he submitted that it was contrary to natural justice, and 
not in the interests of the company as a add an article 
enabling the majority to expropriate the minority The defendants 
contended that the proposed power was for the benefit of the company 
a3 a whole, that it would facilitate the introduction of fresh capital, and 
that it was within the power to alter articles contained in section 13 
of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 190& They also offered to have 
the value of the shares ascertained in any way the company thought fit, 
by arbitration or otherwise 


success of it, 


shareholders were willing to new 


otherwise were 


bona 


whole, to 


Asteury, J., after stating the said: The wide language of 
section 13 must obviously be read with some qualification, and instances 
outside the range of validity are to be found in Buckley on Companies, 
Sth ed., pp. 23-25 The power must be exercised subject to those 
general principles of law and equity applicable to all persons, mostly 
majorities, to bind minorities, and its exercise must be bond fide for the 
benefit of the company as a whole: Allen v. Gold Reefs of West 
Africa (Limited) (supra). It is difficult to see how it just 
and equitable that a majority, on failing to purchase the shares of a 
minority by agreement, should take the power to do so compulsorily. It 
is said to be for the benefit of the company as a 
default of further capital the company might have to go into liquidation 
But the proposed alteration does not insure the provision of further 
capital, and is for the benefit of no one but the majority. In orland’s 
Trustee vy. Steel Brothers d& Co. (Limited) (1901, 1 Ch. 279), a somewhat 
similar article held free from the ground of 
repugnancy, perpetuity, or fraud on the bankruptcy law, but no case 
of oppression of the minority by the majority was set up, Borland having 
been a party to passing the article. The article is not one that the 
majority are entitled to enforce on the minority, and the injunction must 
accordingly go.—CounseLt, Micklem, K.C., and Dighton Pollock; 
Upjohn, K.C., and Henry Johnston. Soticrtors, Andrew, Wood, 
Purves d: Sutton, for BR. A. Rotherham & Co., Coventry ; Surr & Co., for 
Docker, Hosgood & Co., Birmingham. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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A. D. 322) and Hand + slow 


summon vy liquidators to determine a 
rights of a reversioner to a lease to be paid in full 
to « with the the lease at 
the term, in respect of which the liquidators had retained 
f the leasehold the company for the purposes 
udation The company was the assignee of the residue of the 
subject to the usual ovenants, including a 
up he }) good repair at the end of the 
a proviso for re-entry on breach of the covenants The 
nt into voluntary liquidation, but the liquidators elected to 
possession under the and remained in 
paying the rent in full and receiving a large profit 
inderlessees At the end of the term it admitted 
some £500 was required in order to comply with the terms of the 
this summons raised the the reversioners 
were entitled to payment in full or only to prove in the liquidation. 
Astaury, J., after stating the facts and referring to the Companies 
(Consolidated) Act. 1908, ss 187, 196 and 211, said : As regards the 
rent the law is well settled that if a liquidator retains possession of 
uses for the purposes of the liquidation, the reversioner is 
payment of the rent in full. I told that no 
the raised, although it must have been of 
quent occurrence principle | can find no distinction 
the right of the re » be paid in full the rent reserved 
ease, and his right to be paid in full the properly 
any breach of the repairing covenants contained 
lease during the period of possession by the liquidators. It is 
i that in the present case the reversioners have from 
ht to re-enter for breach of covenant urred, and 
e made their own terms with the liquidators, and that, as they 
done sa they are now only entitled to prove in the liquidation 
But as to the deliver up the premises in 
termination of the lease at any rate, the reversioners» 
till the end of the tenancy The 
nditions of the lease which 
the premises, and in my opinion 
ww them to enjoy the full benefit of the 
discharging in full thei under the covenanta, 
the absence of any direct decision I am of opinion that the case us 
the principles stated in He Oak Pits Colliery Co. 
ra) Re Lundy Granite ¢ (1871, L. R. 6 Ch. 462), Re Silkstone and 
rth Coal and Tron Co. (1881, 17 Ch. D. 158), Re Brown, Bayley 
& Diz (1881, 18 Ch. D. 649), Re Mutual Arma and Ammunition Co 
(1885, 28 Ch. D. 474), and Hand vy. Blow (supra), and accordingly the 
reversioners are entitled to be paid the sum in question in full, and not 
for it in the liquidation.—CounseL, F. K ircher; 
Souicirors, Clarke, Rawlina d& Co.; Kekewich, Smith & 
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High Court——Kine’s Bench Division. 


BRAYBROOKS +. WHALLEY. 


VENDOR AND Purcnaser-—Rear ESTATE 
* REALIZE ANY SECURITY N ON-APP 
Damaces—Courts (EMERGENCY 


1 


M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Div. Court. 16th January. 


SALF BY MorTGacer 
ICATION FOR LEAVE oF COURT 
Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gero. 5. 


1 porseasion 


ao ‘7 , in Crerciaege of hia powers of 
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i-?, 1914 Before the day fixed for complets mn mortgagee 
od the purchaser that the aale 
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Held, that an apy ve ition could have been made to the Court for its 
sanction at any time before realization of the security was completed by 
conveyance and payment of the purchase money ; the matter, the re fore, 
being one of conveyance and not of title (Bain v Fothergill, 1874, L R. 
7 H. L. 158), the plaintiff was entitled not only to the return of the 
de posit and coats of inve tigating the title, 


hut to damages such aa pro- 
perly flowed from the breach of contract 


Appeal from Spalding County Court 
ance of a contract for the sale of land, 


Action for specific perform- 
and, in the alternative, for 





_374 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Mar. 22, 1919 








return of the deposit of £10, and £50 as damages for breach of contract, 
Defendant mortgagee of the property, but was not in possession. 
He had power of sale and, except for the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act, 1914, he had to sell the land. On 3rd August, 1917, the 
defendant put auction, and the plaintiff agreed 
to buy a lot business premises, which 
he was desirou f the purchase was fixed 
for 11th mortgagor of the property shortly after 
the auction called the attention of the mortgs the defendant, to the 
fact that, as the mortgagee had not obtained the leave of the Court under 
the Courts (Emergen P Act, 1914, he had no right to sell the 
land. Defer made any application to the Court under the 
Act for obtaining leave to sell the and the defendant, on Ist 
August, 1917, gave notice to the plaintiff that the sale would be annulled 
On Wth October, or that date, the mortgagor paid off 
the mortgage, and the defendant was no longer entitled to sell under 
the powers of sale contained in the On the sale being thus 
annulled, the plaint brought this action against the mortgagee. The 
irt judge owed the decision of the Court of Appeal in Day 
Singleton (48 W. R. 18; 1899, 2 Ch. 320 it held that a 
leasehold property, which the vendor could not assign with- 
ntitled to damages (beyond return 
of the deposit itl and « <penses) for loss of his bargain by 
reason of the vendor ion to do his best to procure 
He accordingly found that the defendant's laches had 
to the plaintiff besides the 
altogether 
performance The de 
Powers) Act, 1914 l 


a rignt 
ip the land 
immediately 


lor saie by 


his own 


adjoining 
lhe completion 


8 of extending 


October, 1917 Ihe 


appee, 


‘ owers) 
lant never 
land, 


ibout 


mortgage 
ft 
county « 
vhere was 
purchaser of 
out a lice e trom hi lessor, was 


4 interest 
OmAis8 such licence. 
caused s¢ rious 
return of the 
refused to decree spec ific 
appealed By the Courts (Emergency 
tion (1), it is provided that ‘‘ From and 
after the pa this Act no perso! al! . (b) realize any 
security (except by way of rtga in possession) 
ich application to such Court and such notice as may be 
provided for by ile directions under tl Act ° , 
Horrince, J.—The defendant has relied in this case for his appeal 
from the de yn unty court upon the rule laid down in 
Bain v. Fotherqill (23 W. R. 261, L H. L. 158), where it was 
held that, up ntract for the purchase of real estate, 
f the vendor, without fraud, was incapable of making a good title, 
the purchaser was not entitled to recover compensation in 
damages for the f his barg und could or ly recover the expenses 
he had incurred, but not damages md them; and that, as was held 
in Flureau Thornhill (2 W 1078), any other damages must 
the subject of a separate action for deceit, if the vendor had entered into 
the sale of | estate, knowing that he had no title 
if acquiring a title. On the other hand, it was con 
laintiff that the rule in these cases djd not apply, and 
vithin Day yv. Singleton as the defendant 
everything in his power t complete the The 
Daniel (1917, 2 Ch. 405), a case before Sargant, J.. who 
from Lord Hatherley’s judgment in Bain vy. Fothergill 
(supra), as follows The vendor in that case '’—Hngell vy. Fitch (1869 
L. R. 4 Q. B. 659 was bound by his contract, vendor 
bound by his contract, to do all that | could to complete the convey 
ance. Whenever it is a matter of conveyancing, and not of title, it is 
the duty of the vendor to do everything that he is enabled to do by 
force of his own interest, and also by force of the interest of others 
whom he compel to concur in the conveyance.’’ The plaintiff's 
contention in the present case was that, by a proper application to the 
Court for its sanction to complete the contract of sale, the sale might 
have been carried out by the defendant, and therefore that the prin- 
Fothergill had no application to the contract in ques 
tion. Could an application in the circumstances have been pro 
perly made’ The mortgage was not paid off before 0th October, and 
the completion of the purchase was to have been on 11th October, and 
the defendant could at any time until the mortgage was paid off have 
sought the sanction of the Court to his realizing his security by carry 
ing out the contract of sale made with the plaintiff on 3rd August. The 
defendant's contention was that an application to the Court under the 
Act of 1914, after the auction and before completion, would have been 
woo late. No light was thrown on this point by the rules under the 
Act, and we have to consider whether section 1, sub-section (1), of the 
Act prohibits taking any step to realize a security without a previous 
application under the Act, or whether the application can be made 
at any time before the whole process of complete realization by con 
veyance is effected. When dealing with the question of foreclosure, 
Warrington, J., in Re Farnol, Hades, Irvine, d& Co. (1915, 1 Ch. 22), 
said that, in regard to foreclosure, the prohibition did not prevent the 
issue of a writ of summons for foreclosure. But by the Courts (Emer 
gency Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916 (6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 18), it was provided, 
in consequence of this dictum, that the provisions relating to fore 
closure in the Act of 1914 should extend to the institution of proceed 
ings for foreclosure Also by the Increase of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 97), s. 1, sub-sec- 
tion (4), it was provided that it should not be lawful for any mortgagee 
in cases to which that Act and section applied, which were not applicable 
in the present case—to call in his mortgage, “‘ or to take any steps for 
exercising any right of foreclosure or sale. . vg Therefore it 
appeared that where ‘‘ any steps’’ were intended to be forbidden from 
being taken, this had been distinctly expressed in the two Acts men- 
tioned. But in his lordship’s opinion the words “‘ realize any security ’ 
in section 1, sub-section (1) (b), of the Act of 1914, might fairly be taken 
to mean “‘ completely realize’ the security; and the words did not 
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apply where a mere step was taken towards realizing the security, as the 
sale in this case was. Before the realization was completed by convey- 
ance an application could have been made to the Court for its sanc- 
tion. The matter was one of conveyancing, and not of title, and there- 
fore damages beyond the deposit and the costs of investigating the title 

damages properly flowing from the defendant’s breach—were re- 
coverable. There was some evidence of damage, and it could not be 
said that the judge was wrong in law in assessing the damages, as he 
had done, at £50. 

Satter, J., agreed. Appeal dismissed.—Counser, Dyer and Sand- 
lands, for the appellant; J. #. Carr, for the respondent. SoLiciTors, 
Law & Worssam, for English & Son, Stamford; Uldman, Cornwall, & 
Wood Roberts, for Major Merry, Spalding. 

[Reported by G. H. Kwyort, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 62.) 
Pursuant to section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords Com- 
of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 
necessary steps to comply with the conditions laid down by the 
Treasury under the Act have been taken by the Government of the 
Colony of Nigeria. 
Treasury Chambers, 28th January, 1919. 


missioners 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


he London Gazette of 14th March contains the following, in 
to mutters printed below : 

1 A Proclamation. dated 12th March, revoking the Proclamation of 
25th June, 1918, whereby the exportation of certain articles to Switzer- 
land was prohibited, and further amending the Exportation Prohibition 
Proclamation of 10th May, 1917, by the withdrawal from the operation 
of any prohibition to export imposed by such Proclamation as amended 
by any subsequent Orders of Council and by the Proclamation of 18th 
December, 1918, of certain specified articles in place of the articles men- 
tioned in the aforesaid Proclamation of 18th December, 1918, and by the 
inclusion of Switzerland as one of the countries to which such withdrawals 
of prohibitions to export apply. A list of articles is contained in the 
Proclamation. 

2. Two Orders in Council, dated 12th March, the first applying the 
Summer Time (Isle of Man) Act, 1916, to the present year, as from 
two o'clock in the morning Greenwich Mean Time on Sunday, the Wth 
day of March, until two o'clock in the morning Greenwich Mean Time 
on Monday, the 29th day of September, and the second apparently meant 
to extend to the Isle of Man paragraph 6 of the Order in Council of 
14th January, 1919 (ante, p. 231), whereby certain Defence of the Realm 
Reculations were revoked. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 14th March, further amending the Ex- 
portation Prohibition Proclamation of 10th May, 1917, as amended and 
added to by subsequent Orders of Council, and by the Proclamations, 


dated respectively 18th December, 1918, and 12th March, 1919. 


The London Gazette of 18th March contains the following :— 
4. Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade 
| under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1918, revoking the 
Order made on 6th January, 1919, requiring the undermentioned busi- 
| ness to be wound up :— 

562. Sichel & Co., 17 and 18, Great Tower-street, London, E.C. 3, 


addition 





Wine Shippers. 
5. A further Notice, that licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry Act, 1918, have been granted by the Board of Trade to certain 
| companies, firms and individuals. The present list contains 23 names. 


Orders in Council. 


NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS. 
(Recitals. ] 
It is hereby ordered, that the following amendments be made in the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations :-— 


Captains of British Merchant Ships. 


1. The following regulation shall be inserted after Regulation 37c : 

“ 37p. A person shall not, unless specially authorized for the time 
being by the Admiralty or Board of Trade, act in the capacity of master 
or person in charge of a Rritish merchant ship unless he is a natural born 
British subject and the son of parents both of whom were at the time 
of his birth either natural born British subjects or Britieh subjects by 
naturalization, and if any person acts in contravention of this regulation 
he shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations.” 

2. Regulation 39p is hereby revoked and shall be omitted. 

12th March. (Gazette, 14th March. 
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FURTHER POSTPONEMENT OF THE GOVERNMENT OF 
IRELAND AOT, 1914. 
(Recitals. } 
It is hereby ordered, that :— 


No steps shall be taken to put the Government of Ireland Act, 1914, 
into operation until the expiration of a period of six months after the 
termination of the eighteen months and six periods of six months men- 
tioned in the recited Orders, unless the present War has previously ended, 
nor, if at the expiration of that period the present War has not ended, 
until such later date, not being later than the end of the present War, 


as may hereafter be fixed by Order in Council. 


12th March. 14th March. 


(Gazette, 


Admiralty Order. 
JAPANESE SILK ORDER, 1917. 


Notice of Cancellation. 


Notice is hereby given that the Lords 
Admiralty have cancelled as from the date hereto, the Japanese Silk 
Order, 1917, made by them on the 23rd day of July, 1917. The order 
was published in the London Gazette dated July 27, 1917. 

17th March. | Gazette, 18th March. 


Board of Trade Orde 
REVOCATION OF ORDERS. 


Notice is hereby given that from the 13th day of Mafch, 1919, the 
following Orders made by the Board of Trade under the flowers vested 
in them by Regulations 28, 2r, 2c, 233 of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations are revoked and shall cease to have effect : 

The Cocoa and Sweetmeat Box and Advertisemen/s Order, 1918 
Dated July 19th, 1918. 
The Paper Making Materials (Home 
1918. Dated June 5th, 1918. 
13th March. 







Produced) Order, No. 2, 


[ Gazette, 14th March. 





The Board of Trade hereby revoke the Gold Thread Order, 1918, 
dated the 9th day of July, 1918, made by them under Regulations 2r 
and 233 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

14th March. [Gazette, 18th March. 





Notice is hereby given that as from 14th March, 1919, the Raw Cotton 
(Prices and Returns) Order, 1918, made by the Board of Trade under 
Regulations 2r, 2c, and 233 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, is 
revoked in so far as it relates to East Indian, Peruvian and all other 
growths of Cotton except American and Egyptian. The effect of the 
Order in regard to American and Egyptian cotton is unaffected by this 
Notice. 

14th March. [Gazette, 18th March. 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
THE WASTE PAPER (DEALINGS) (REVOCATION) ORDER, 1u19. 


In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of 
Munitions, namely :— 

oa" Waste Paper (Dealings) Order, 1917, dated the 15th May, 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows :— 

(1) As from the 15th March, 1919, the said Order is hereby 
revoked. 

(2) Such revocation shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contraven- 
tion or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such revocation 
or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty or punish 
ment. 

(3) This Order may be cited as The Waste Paper (Dealings) 
(Revocation) Order, 1919. 


14th March. 
THE BISMUTH CONTROL (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919. 


In reference to the following Orders made by the Minister of 
Munitions, namely :— 

The Bismuth Order, 1918, dated the 12th March, 1918 ; 

The Bismuth (Amendment) Order, 1919, dated the 10th January, 
1919 ; 

the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows :— 

(1) The operation of the said Orders is hereby suspended on and 
after the date hereof until further notice. 

(2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Orders or either of them or the validity of any action taken 
thereunder or the liability to any penalty or punishment in respect 
of any contravention or failure to comply with the said Orders 
prior to such suspension or any proceeding or remedy in respect of 
such penalty or punishment. 

(3) This Order may be cited as The Bismuth Control (Suspension) 
Order, 1919. 


[Gazette, 14th March. 


Commissioners of the 


THE POTASSIUM COMPOUNDS (PARTIAL 
ORDER, 1919. 


Order 


SUSPENSION) 


In reference to the following made by the Minister of 


Munitions, namely 
Che Potassium Compounds Order, 1917, dated the 17th October, 1917, 


the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows : 
(1) The operation of the said Order is hereby suspended on and 
after the date hereof until further notice in so far as relates to 
Kelp 


(2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 
y to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contraven- 
failure to comply with the said Order prior to such 
or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty 


habilit 
tion or 
suspension 
or punishment 
5) This Order may be cited as the 
(Partial Suspension) Order, 1919 
14th March 


Potassium Compounds 


[Giazette, 14th March. 


THE RAILWAY MATERIAL (SECOND-HAND) (SUSPENSION 
NO. 2) ORDER, 1919. 

In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions, 
namely : 

The Rai way 

Dex ember, 1916, 

which was by the Railway Material (Second-hand) (Partial Suepension) 

Order, 1919, dated 7th February, 1919, suspended until further notice 

far as related to wagons of all types, the Minister of 


Material (Second-hand) Order, 1916, dated 29th 


except in 80 
Munitions hereby orders as follows 
lj The operation of the Railway Material (Second-hand) Order, 
1916, is hereby euspended until further notice in so far as relates 
to wagons of all types 
2) Such suspension shall 
said Order 


not affect the previous operation of the 
or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or the 
iability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contra- 
vention or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such 
suspension or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty 

or punishment 
3) This Order may be cited as The Railway Material (Second- 

hand) (Suspension No. 2) Order, 1919, 
14th March [Gazette, 14th March. 
THE BUILDING BRICKS CONTROL (COMPLETE SUSPENSION) 

ORDER, 1919. 

Whereas the Minister of Munitions, by the Buildings Bricks Control 
Partial Suspension) Order, 1919, dated 28th February, 1919, suspended 
the operation of the Building Bricks Control Order, 1918, dated 5th 
April. 1918, in so far as the same prohibited the sale and delivery of 
building bricks except under and in accordance with the terms of a 
Permit issued under the authority of the Minister of Munitions, and 
Whereas the Minister of Munitions is desirous of suspending the further 
operation of the Building Bricks Control Order, 1918 ; 

Now. therefore, the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows :— 
1. The operation of the Building Bricke Control Order, 1918, aa 
modified by the Building Bricks Control (Partial Suspension) Order, 

1919, is hereby suspended on and after 18th March, 1919, until 

further notice. ° 

2. Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contra- 
vention or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such 
suspension or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty 

or punishment. ° 

3. This Order may be cited as the Building Bricks Control (Com- 

plete Suspension) Order, 1919. 
18th March. [Gazette, 18th March. 
THE TURPENTINE, ETC., CONTROL (PARTIAL SUSPENSION) 
ORDER, 1919. 


In reference to the following Order, made by the Minister of Muni- 
tions, namely :— 

The Turpentine, etc., Control Order, 1918, dated 25th January, 
1918, 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as followe:— 

1. The operation of the said Order is hereby suspended on and 
after 18th March, 1919, until further notice, except in so far as 
relates to Turpentine Substitute, as defined in the said Order, 
namely, Mineral Turpentine, White Spirit, White Oil, or any pro- 
duct of Petroleum. under whatever name sold or known (except 
Motor Spirit and Benzene), capable of being used as a substitute 
for Spirits of Turpentine. : ; 

2. Such suspension shal! not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order, or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or the 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contra- 
vention or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such 
suspension, or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty 





14th March. [Gazette, 14th March. 





or punishment. 
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i the Turpentine, etc., Control ;) amem hereinafter called the Principal Order), shall as from the 1st 
9 P l ed as follows: 

Gazette, 18 Mare ] - 1 fror ] re ary, 1919, the First Schedule to this Order 
First Schedule to the Principal Order, and 

—_— - the Sec cl e to this Order shall be substituted for the S 
gricultural Wages Board Orders. dale i , ' 

> edttile > sal Order. 

DETERMINATION O] THE VALUE OF : vA ) tn Pr pal Order, hereafter to be printed under 
NEFIT OR ADVANTAGE IN SOMI RSET . t ity oft Stationery Otlice shall be pr nted with the swhstitu- 
oy: s Order, and the Principa Order shal! as on and 

1) ) 1918, D ) » the | from Ist ‘ ! 1919, take effect as hereby amended. 


‘ First Schedule. 
d ile of Maximum Prices for Cattle.) 
Part I. 
Live Weight Prices 
Part II 
Dead Weight Prices ] 


. Second Schedule 
SPECIAL MINIMUM RATES OF WAGES FIXED FOR MALE 
WORKERS EMPLOYED IN MARKET GARDENING IN ESSEX 

\\ Board (Eng <l and Wales) he 
t t the have made the f 
\dministrative county Part II. 
thend-on-Sea, < esi Dead Weight Prices.) 
Woo 
the River Thames 
d fixing minimum and NOTICE OF REVOCATION, 
nd July, 1918 In exercise of the powers conferred wpon him by the Defence of the Realm 
' wholly or | Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, the 
| Food Controller hereby revokes as from the lst March, 1919, the Order 
mentioned in the Schedule, but without prejudice to any proceedings 
respect of any contravention thereof 
14th Fe yruary 


Maximum Prices for Sheep. ] 
Part I 
Live Weight Prices.) 


Schedule 
Ss. R. & O 
inimum o. 131 of 1917. Dealings in Sugar (Restriction) Order, 1917. 
rkman » 418 of 1918. Sale of Sweetmeats (Restriction) Order, 1918 
of work 590 of 1918. Sale of Sweetmeats (Restriction) (Ireland) Order 
ours 1918 
] f 191% Sale of Sweetmeats in Theatres (Restriction) Order, 


1918 


THE SUGAR ORDER, 1917 


THE SUGAR (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1918. 
futhorization 

Notwithstanding the provisicns of the Sugar (Restriction) Order, 1918 

«x U., N 528 of 1918], the Food Controller hereby authorizes and 

cts that on and after the 26th January, 1919, until further notice every 

oucher issued pursuant to the Sugar Order, 1917 (S. R. & O., No. 1049 

Food Orders. of 1917], authorizing the supply of sugar to a person for manufacturing 

. — on ms purposes shali be valid for four times the amount of sugar stated upon 

RS’ RESTRICTION) ORDER 8 the face of such voucher; and all persons concerned are hereby 

vuthorized to make and take delivery of and to use such amount of sugar 
vccordingly 


14th February 


ORDBR REVOKING THE VEGETABLE MARROW ORDER, 1918 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from the 14th February, 1919, the 
Vegetable Marrow Order, 1918 [S. R. & O., No. 1082 of 1918], but with- 

ut prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 


14th February 


THE RATIONING ORDER, 1918 
offa &t for hama umptio Notice relating to Butter and Margarine. 


d after the 16th February, 1919, until the lst March, 1919 
THE RATIONING ORDER, 1918 nclusive argarine may be obtained and supplied ration free and wit 
ipon being requ red theref rT: and the Directions for Reta ers 
umd tutter and Margarine, and their customers, and the 
eluting to the amount of Rationed Food, dated the 3lst 
1918 [S. R. & O.., Nos. 1579 end 1583 of 1918], shall, so lar as 
ey relate to the amount of the ration, and the surrender of coupons, be 
re . od vehe . ers an ul nt i modified a rdingly 
Institut egistert nN l ) ¢ mour hich th i 2 On and aiter the 3nd March, 1919, until further notice, the above 
vuthe ~* ‘ n trom m under o4 e > may Order (S. R. & O., No. 894 of 1918], and all the Directions thereunder, 
nis surplus supplies as fairly WES IND Ie et le reg I cust i shall. so fac as the Order and Directions relate to margarine, cease to 
und ‘ ‘stablishments registel um, f the | have effect, but without prejudice to any pro eedings in respect of any 
ration an . uw requirir COUPOT rT. contravention thereof 
10th Febri 3. On and after the 16th February, 1919, until further notice, the 
above Order and all the Directions thereunder shall continue in force and 
ORDER AMENDING THE LIVE STOCK (SALES) ORDER, 1918 apply with respect to butter in the same way as they applied with respect 
to butter and margarine, with the following modifications : 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the : : 
fealm Regulations und of all other powers enabling him in that behalf. (a) Where butter is obtained from a retailer, the weekly ration 
the Food Controller hereby orders that the Live Stock (Sales) Order, 1918 for butter shall be 1 oz., provided that the retailer may, where the 


[S. R. & O., No. 517, as amended by No. 1413 of 1918], as subsequently requirements of his registered customers are less than the ration, 
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distribute the surplus supply so arising as fairly as possible between 
the registered customers and residential establishments registered 
with him im excess of the ration, and without requiring any coupon 
therefor. : 
(6) Where butter is obtamed from a supplier other than a retailer, 
the weekly ration shall be 6 ozs : ? 
(c) The scale for butter prescribed for the purposes of Clause 20 of 
the above Order shall be 1/30 oz. for each meal, and the Directions 
prescribing the scale in catering establishments dated the i/th 
January, 1919 (S. R. & O., No. M of 1919], shall be modified 
accordingly. 
(d) For the purposes of Clause 27 of the above Order the total 
quantity of butter allowed in an Institution in the prescribed period 
shall be :-— 
(i) Where scales A, B, J, K, M or N apply, a quantity at the 
rate of 1 oz. per week for each resident. 
(ii) Where scale L applies, a quantity at the rate of 34 ozs. pet 
week for each resident male person over 10 years of age; at the 
gate of 2 2-3 oz. per week for each resident female person over 10 
years of age; and at the rate of 2 oz. per week for each resident 
child under*l0 years of age. 
(iti) In the case of non-residents, a quantity at the rate of 1/30 oz 
for each meal served ; 
and the Official Scales of Rations for Institations referred to in 
Clause 5 of the Directions for Catering Establishments and Institu 
tions, dated 18th October, 1918 [S. R. & O., No. 1332 of 1918), shall 
be modified accordingly. 
17th February, 





THE FISH (REGISTRATION OF DEALERS) ORDER, 1918. 
THE FISH (REGISTRATION OF DEALERS) No. 2 AMENDMENT 
ORDER, 1918. 

THE FISH (REGISTRATION OF DEALHDRS) (IRELAND) 
ORDER, 1918. 
General Licence. 

The Food Controller hereby authorises any person on and after 3rd 
March, 1919, until further notice, ‘to deal in fish by retail, notwith- 
manding that euch person is not the holder of a certificate of registra- 
tion as a retail dealer in fish under any of the above-mentioned Orders 
8. R. & O., Nos. 322 and 857 of 1918, and No. 798 of 1918. ]. 

2th February. 


ORDER REVOKING THE HORSES (RATIONING) No. 2 
ORDER, 1918. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Im Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from 28th February, 1919, the 
Horses (Rationing) No. 2 Order, 1918 [S. R. & O., No. 1331 of 1918], but 
Without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 
thereof é 


6th February. 


NOTICE OF REVOCATION. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from 1st March, 1919, the Orders 
Bentioned in the Schedule hereto, but without prejudice to any pro- 
teedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

27th February. 

The Schedule. 
8. R. & O. 
No. 821 of 1917. The Barley (Restriction) Order, 1917. 
No. 1029 of 1918. The Cereals (Restriction) Order, 1918. 





NOTICE OF REVOCATION. 

Tn exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 

im Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
Food Controller hereby revokes as from 1st March, 1919, the Orders 
pened in the Scheodale hereto, but without prejudice to any pro 
dings in respect of any contravention thereof. i 
27th February. ; wey 

The Schedule. 

eo 8. R. & O. 

- 1185 of 1917. The Sugar (Brewers’ Restriction) Order. 1917 
No. 1312 of 1917. he aor (Brewers’ Restriction) Order, No. 2 


&, 


No. 773 of 1918. The Sugar (Brewers’ Restriction) Order, 1918. 


DER REVOKING THE DEALINGS IN OATS (RESTRICTION) 
ORDER, 1917. 
Ih exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 


tions and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf 
Food Controller hereby revokes as from the 4th March, 1919, the 


s in Oate (Restriction) Order, 1917 (S. R. & O., No. 444 of 1917) 


but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention 
thereof 
4th March - 
The following Orders have also been issued :— 
Oils and Fate (Restriction) Order, 1918 General Licence. 14th 
February 
The Sugar Order, 1917. The Sugar (Restriction) Order, 1918— 
General Licence. 14th February 
The Rationing Order, 1918--General Licence (Sugar in Canteens) 
19th February 
Vegetarian Butter and Vegetarian Lard (Maximum Prices) Order, 
1918—Notice. 19th February 
Shredded Suet (Maximum Prices 
February. 
Order amending the Apples (Prices) Order, 1918 
The Fish (Prices 


February 


Order, 1918—-Notice 19th 
25th February 
3 Order, 1918-4ieneral Licence 25th 
(Consolidation Notice of 
Revocation of 


The Potatoes 
Partia 


Order No. 2, 1918 
27th February. 


General Licence 


Emergency Legislation. 
THE INCREASE OF RENT AND MORTGAGE INTEREST 
RESTRICTIONS) BILL 
The following is the text of the 


Interest (Restrictions 
House of Lords 


A Bill intituled an Act to extend, amend and prolong the auration 
of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) 
Act, 1915, and the enactments amending that Act 

Be it enacted, & 

1. Prolongation of duration of principal Act.| The Increase of Rent 
and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 (hereinafter re 
ferred to as the “ principal Act "’), and the enactments amending that 
Act, shall continue in force until Lady Day nineteen hundred and 
twenty-one, but during the period (hereinafter referred to as “ the 
extended period "’) between the time when but for this Act the principal 
Act would have expired and the said Lady Day the principal Act shall 
have effect subject to the modifications contained in the two next 
succeeding sections 

2. Limited power of increasing rents during the extended period.} 
(1) An increase in the rent of a dwelling-house to which the principal 
Act applies payable in respect of the extended period or any part 
thereof which would but for the principal Act be recoverable, shall be 


Increase of ' Rent and Mortgage 
Bill as taken from the House of Commons to the 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W., 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC, 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 


IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


PHowm No. : PARK ONE (40 Linzs) TxLEoRAMS: “WHITELEY LONDON,” 
















































































































































378 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Mar. 22, 1919 





——_- -- 





recoverable if or so far as the amount of the increase does not exceed 
ten per centum of the standard rent 

Provided that no such increase shall be due and recoverable if the 
sanitary authority of the district in which the house is situate on the 
application of the tenant certifies that the house is not reasonably fit 
for human habitation or is not kept in a reasonable state of repair, nor 
in any case until the expiry of four clear weeks after the landlord has 
served upon the tenant a notice in writing of his intention to increase 
the rent, and informing the tenant of his right to apply to the sanitary 
authority for such a certificate as aforesaid 


2) On any such application to a sanitary authority a fee of one 


shilling shall be payable, but if the authority, as a result of the applica 
tion, issues such a certificate as aforesaid the tenant shall be entitled 
to deduct the amount of the fee from any subsequent payment of rent 
(3) The increase of rent permitted by this section shall be in addition 
to any increase permitted by section one of the principal Act 
3. Limited power of increasing rate of mortgage intereat 


Nothing in 
the principal Act shall prevent an increase in the rate of interest payable 
in respect of the extended period on a mortgage to which the principal 
Act applies, if the increase does not exceed one half per centum per 
annum, and the rate when so increased does not exceed five per centum 
per annum, and subsection (4) of section one of the principal Act shall 
apply as if the therein to the standard rate included a 
reference to such increased rate 

4. Extension of principal Act to higher rented houses } As from the 
passing of this Act the principal Act and the enactments amending that 
Act shall extend to houses or parts of houses let as separate dwellings 
where such letting does not include any land other than the site of the 
dwelling-house and a garden or other premises within the curtilage of 
the dwelling-house, and where 

(a) in the case of a house situated in the Metropolitan Police 
district, including the City of London, both the annual amount of 
the standard rent and the rateable value of the house or part of 
the house exceed thirty-five pounds, and neither exceeds seventy 
pounds ; 

(6) in the case of a house situated in Scotland both the annual 
amount of the standard rent and the rateable value of the house or 
part of the house exceed thirty pounds, and neither exceeds sixty 
pounds ; 

(c) in the case of a house situated elsewhere, both the annual 
amount of the standard rent and the rateable value of the house 
or part of the house exceed twenty-six pounds 
fifty-two pounds ; 

and shall also extend to mortgages 
principal Act as originally enacted applies), 
property consiste of or comprises one or more of such dwelling-houses 
interest therein however, to the excep 
ection two of the principal Act, but 
inctpal Act 
subject to 


reference 


ind neither exceeds 


not being mortgages to which the 
where the mortgaged 
as aforesaid or any subject, 
tions mentioned in subsection (4) of 
in the application to those houses and m 
and the enactments amending that Act shall have effect 
the following modifications 
(i) for subsection (1 

of the provisions to that subsection, the 


wrigages the pr 


f section one of the principal Act, exclusive 


following provisions shall 
be substituted 
Where the rent of a dwelling-house to which this Act applies 
or the rate of interest on a mortgage to which this Act applies 
has been since the twenty-fifth day of December nineteen hundred 
and eighteen, or 18 hereafter ine reased ind such increase would 
apart from this Act have been recoverable, then, if the increased rent 
exceeds by more than tem per centum the standard rent, or the 
increased rate of interest exceeds by more than one half per centum 
per annum the standard rate, the amount of such excess above 
the said ten per centum or one half per centum, as the case may 
be, shall, notwithstanding any agreement to the contrary, be irre 
coverable from the tenant or the mortgagor, as the case may be, 
and if paid may be recovered by the tenant or mortgagor in the 
manner and subject to the provisions of subsection (1) of section 
five of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917; 

(ii) in proviso (i) to subsection (1) and swhsections (2) and (4) 
of section one of the principal Act the fourth day of March nine 
teen hundred and nineteen shall be substituted for the twenty- 
fifth day of November nineteen hundred and fifteen ; 

(iii) in subsection (3) of section one of the principal Act references 
to the date of the passing of the principal Act shall be construed 
as references to the date of passing of this Act; 

(iv) in ewbsection (4) of section one of the principal Act for the 
reference to the standard rate there shall be substituted a reference 
to the rate permitted by this section : 

5. Minor amendments of the principal Act.}—({1) A landlord of a 
house to which the principal Act, either as originally enacted or as 
extended by this Act, applies shall, on being so requested by the 
tenant of the house, furnish to him a statement as to what is the 
standard rent of the house, and if he fails within fourteen days to do 
#0, or furnishes a statement which is false in any material particular, 
he shall be guilty of an offence and liable on summary conviction to a 
fine not exceeding ten pounds 

(2) Where a person who has, since the thirtieth day of September 
nineteen hundred and seventeen, purchased a house to which the 
principal Act, either as originally enacted or as extended by this Act, 
applies, requires the house for his own occupation or that of some 
verson in his employ, or in the employ of some tenant from him 
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nothing in the Increase of Rent, &c. (Amendment) Act, 1918, shall 
be construed as preventing the court from making an order for the 
recovery of possession of the house, if, after considering all the circum 
stances of the case, including especially the alternative accommogation 
available for the tenant, the court considers it reasonable to make such 
an order. ° 

6. Kxception of new houses.| Neither the principal Act nor this Act 
shall apply to houses erected after or in wall of erection at the pase- 
ing of this Act. 

7. Application of 
Scotland— 

(a) the twenty-eighth day of May shall be substituted for Lady 
Day and the local authority under the Public Health (Scotland) 
Act, 1897, shall be substituted for the sanitary authority ; 

(6) as from the commencement of the extended _ period the 
principal Act shall be amended by the insertion in proviso (iv) of 
subsection (1) of section one, after the word ‘‘ dwelling-house " 
where first occurring therein, of the words ‘‘or where by the 
law of Scotland owners’ rates are chargeable on the landlord of 
any dwelling-house.”’ 

8. Short title and construction.) This Act may be cited as the In 
crease of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1919, and shall 
be construed as one with the principal Act. 


Act to Scotland.| In, the application of this Act to 


In the House of Lords on Wednesday the Earl of Crawford, Chan- 
cellor of the Duchy of Lancaster,.said the Committee stage of the Rent 
Bill would be taken to-morrow, and it was proposed to take the Report 
stage and third reading on Friday. If, however, the amendments made 
in the Bill were very substantial, it might be necessary to revise this 
programme. The hope of the Government was that matters would 
be so arranged that if any amendments were made in the Bill they 






would be considered by the House of Commons on Monday, and tifat. 


the Bill would receive the Royal Assent on Tuesday, which was Lady 
Day 

In the House of Lords on Thursday, the Lord Chancellor said, in view 
of the promises as to amendments made, it would be impossible to take 
the Report stage on Friday. It was, therefore, proposed to take that 
stage and the third reading on Monday 








Societies. 


Union Society of London. 


SESSION 1918-19. 

The eighteenth meeting of the Society was held in the Middle Temple, 
on Wednesday, the 19th March, 1919, at 8 p.m. The 
‘* That this House approves of the Government 
F. MacDonald. Opposer, Mr. H. S. 


Common Room 
subject for debate was 
Housing Policy.’" Opener, Mr. J 
Nichols. The motion was carried. 








Mr. De Grey’s Retirement. 


The Hon. John de Grey, senior magistrate at West London Police Court 
says the 7'imes, ie retiring under the new rule by which Metropolitan 
Magistrates appointed after 1896 are required to retire on reaching 
the age of seventy. Mr. de Grey, who was appointed in January, 
1905, took his farewell on Wednesday. 

When the business was concluded in Court, Mr. Hanson, on behalf 
of the solicitors, expressed regret at Mr. de Grey's retirement. 

Mr. de Grey, in reply, said :—‘‘I leave the Court with the greatest 
possible regret. I have enjoyed the work, however badly I may have 
done it. I am the first victim of the new rule, and I am to be sacrifi 
I don’t think there is much good in going to rust, and I wish to have 
work to do to give me an interest in life. It would be rather amusing 
if I were to find myself Jater in counsel's ‘ pen.’ That is not impossible, 
but that will depend, of course, upon you gentlemen who instruct 
counsel.’’ 

In conversation later, Mr. de Grey said:—‘‘I have been made 4 
victim of a precedent which I consider unjust, and, therefore, I pre 
pose to create another precedent—I am going back to the Bar. I 
shall be willing to do any work, and I may be even instructed in 
police-court case, and I hope and believe that my experience as a metro 
politan magistrate for fourteen years may prove of service to me.’’ Mr. 


de Grey observed that in many cases a man who made the Bar h® 


profession spent more than he earned during the first few years 
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6355 
fie career. Then, when he obtained an appointment as a metropolitan |Commons, has hitherto been opposed by the society, but the Corpora- 
istrate on merit, it was hard that, so long as he kept his wits tion has now furnished the society with an undertaking that the Bill 
his health, he should be debarred from making up his earlier shall be amended by the insertion of clauses entitling the public, sub- 
financial loss. Of course, the idea of the regulation is that the work ject to by-laws, to the privilege at all times of enjoying air, exercise 
of a magistrate is too fatiguing for a man of seventy. But that is a and recreation on such parts of the commons and unenclosed Jands 


Mistake, becanse after all many men of that age are quite cempetent 
todo the work as well as, if not better than younger men, who have 
tot had the necessary experience. 








Industrial Schools and Truants. 


At Marylebone Police Court, on the 13th inst., says the 7’imes, before 
My Biron, Alfred Pearce, of Cuthbert-street, Paddington, was sum 
Moned to show cause why he should not contribute to the cost of 
lie-boy's maintenance in an industrial school at Whitstable. On 
Being informed that the boy, who is nine years of age, had been ordered 
fo be kept at the school until he was sixteen years of age for along 

€ 


"comply with a school attendance order, the magistrate expresse 
tome astonishment. 


An. industrial schools officer stated the facts. 

Mr. Biron.—Good gracious! What, a boy sent to prison for seven 
ears for not going to school’ Surely the thing is impossible. I can 
Mt help thinking there is some mistake. It seems,incredible. 

officer mentioned that the order was made at the Paddin«‘on 

Town Hall at the instance of the London County Council. 
» Biron said he should like to hear more about it. 
were for boys’ convicted of some especies of theft. 
boy's mother eaid that it was at her wish he was sent away, 
hot for seven years. He would not go to school, and was really 


Industrial 


‘A iittle wanderer. 


magistrate adjourned the case for inquiry 








Haweswater and the Manchester 
Corporation. 


The Manchester Corporation has consented to meet the views of 
mmons and Footpaths Preservation Society in regard to the 
interests in the range of mountain land in Westmorland which 

Proposed to acquire as a water catchment area for the Haweswater 
‘of the ion. 
progress of the Corporation Bill, which is before the House: of 


: 


o be purchased as are not actually required for reservoirs and works, 
The common lands cover an area of 13,400 acres, and as the other 
unenclosed lands proposed to be acquired are also extensive, the arrange- 
ment will ensure for the public permanent freedom of access to upwards 
of thirty square miles of some of the most romantic ecenery in the 


Lake District. The area includes many famous crags, pikes, dales 
and fells, and will form a notable addition to the open spaces of 
the nation, e 

In view of this arrangement, the opposition of the society to the 
Bill has been withdrawn, althou :egotiationa are still proceeding 
in regard to the footpaths and other righta of way likely to be inter 
fered with by the scheme, and to the provision of a house of call for 
the use of tourists, to take the place of the ‘‘ Dun Bull,’ at Mardale, 
which will be submerged 


The Treasury and Capital Issues. 


At a recent meeting of the Council of the Law Society, says the Law 
Society's Gazette for the month, a letter was read from members 
regarding the new Order under the Defence of the Realm Act 
(ante, p. 321 


It was resolved as follows 

That the Council of the Law Society protest against the Regulation 
Or, recently promulgated under the Defence of the Realm \Act. 

While the official announcement accompanying the Regulation pro 
fessea a desire to reiax the restrictions sought to be imposed by the 
Treasury Minute of January, 1915, the Regulation in fact imposes 
fetters on the trade of the country more stringent than those hitherto 
enforced. 

While ming the announcement that the Government abandon 
the retrospective operation of paragraph 1 (¢) of the Regulation,’ the 
Council 


wel 


are of opinion that the other provisions of the Regulation 
largely exceed anything that the necessities of the case require 
That copies of this resolution be sent to the Prime Minister, the 


Leader of the House of Commons and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and euch other Members of Parliament as the President thinke fit. 

That the President is hereby authorised to take such steps as he 
thinks fit to support the opposition to the Regulation, as at present 
framed, in the name and on behalf of the Council. 
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Companies. 
Britannic Assurance Company (Limited). 


The fifty-third ordinary general meeting of the shareholders was held 
at the chief offices, Broad-street Corner, Birmingham, on Tuesday, 11th 
inst., Mr. F. T. Jefferson, J.P. (chairman). presiding é 

In moving the adoption of the report, the Chairman said :—I will 
first call your attention to the figures relating go the two sources from 
which our income is entirely built up 

We have the satisfaction of announcing an increase in premium 
receipts in the ordinary branch of £39,345, and an increase in such 
receipts in the industrial branch of £122,276, making a total increase 
for the year of £161,621. This is more than double the largest increase 
we have ever been able to report in any previous year. It brings our 
total life premium income up to £1,627,000 We have issued new 
policies in the ordinary branch assuring the record sum of £799,000 
After replacing a loss of premium income, amounting to over £82,000, 
on policies falling in by death and maturity in both branches, we had 
the satisfaction of finding at the end of the year that we had secured 
and retained a combined increase in our business which should produce 
a new annual premium income of over £160,000 

We are able to report the very satisfactory gross yield of £5 1s. 4d 
per cent. on our total mean funds. This is a better gross yield than we 
have ever been able to report before The gross receipts from interest, 
dividends, and rents amounted to £232,357, reduced by the very heavy 
income-tax to £190,884, shewing a net yield of £4 2s. 9d. per cent. on 
our total mean funds 

You will observe that our total holding of British Government war 
stocks amounted at the close of the year to £1,780,000, since increased 
to £1,890,000. We felt it our duty to respond to the appeal of the 
Government to the limit of our resources, and the fact that we have 
39 per cent. of our total funds invested in such stocks shews, I think, 
that the Britannic has at least done its bit towards finding the silver 
bullets for which the Prime Minister so urgently appealed 

Our main item of expenditure, of course, falls under the head of 
claims. The amount distributed to our policy holders during the year 
was £861,663, and exceeded the amount paid in 1917 by £44,000 

Included in the total of claims paid during the year was an amount 
of £68,000 paid under policies on thg lives of men sacrificed in the 
war, now happily brought to a victorious termination. The total paid 
by this company on such lives amounted to over £220,000 to the end 
of the year 

The ratio of management expenses to premium income again shews a 
slight decrease 

‘he gross income of the company, as compared with the pre-war 
year, shews an increase of £444,000, whilst the expenses of management 
shew an increase of only £13,700. The ratio of management expenses 
to life premium income shews a decrease from 64 in the pre-war year 
to 5.8 last year 

The total income from al! sources amounted to £1,870,000, an increase 
over the previous year of £192,000. The total payments amounted to 
£1,493,000, leaving a surplus balance on the year of £376,605 

As the result of his valuation of our 2,200,000 policy contracts Mr 
Laing is able to report that, after making full provision for all policy 
liabilities on the same bases of mortality and interest as those adopted 
in the previous year, with certain necessary strengthening of margins 
for future expenses, a surplus is shewn of £181,000. 

After making adequate provision in respect of policies in the accu 
mulated profit classes this sum will provide reversionary bonus addi 
tions to all existing immediate profit policies in force on 31st December 
last at the following rates for each £100 sum assured 

16s. if effected in 1918. 

32s. if effeeted in 1917. 

48s. if effected in 1916 

64s. if in force Dec. 31, 1915 
Port seconded, and the report was adopted 


Mr. 8. J 


, 
Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 

Law Stvupents’ Depatine Society 
on 11th March, 1919 (Mr. C. P. Blackwell in the chair), the subject for 
debate was: ‘‘ That this House is in favour of the fusion of the two 
branches of the legal profession.’’ Mr. F. Burgis opened in the affirma 
tive Mr. J. F. Chadwick opened in the negative. The following 
members also spoke :—Capt. W. S. Jones, D. Nimmo, H. O'Hagan, P 
B. Henderson, and G. Gordon. The motion was lost by four votes 


Obituary. 
Mr. J. A. Curran. 


The death took place on Sunday, the 16th inst., at his residence 
in Dublin, in his eighty-third year, of Mr. Jonn Apye CuRRAN, 
K.C., late County Court Judge and Chairman of Quarter 
Sessions. The son of the late Mr. J. A. Curran, barrister- 
at-law, he was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and was 





Ata ans of the society, held 


| Gloucester and 
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called to the Irish Bar. In 1881 he was appointed one of the four 
divisional magistrates for the city of Dublin, and in the following year 
took silk. After the murder of Lord Frederick Cavendish and Mr. Burke, 
Mr, Curran was appointed to hold an inquiry for the examination of wit, 
nesses, at which a great mass of evidence bearing on the murder was 
produced. Mr. Curran conducted the inquiry with great skill, but shortly 
afterwards he became County Court Judge for Meath and the three ad- 
joining counties. Later he sat as County Court Judge in Kerry, and 
after some years was again transferred to the Midlands, where he 
remained up to the time of his resignation some years ago. 


_ 


Professor Lefroy. 


Professor A. H. Frazer Lerroy, K.C., Professor of Law at Toronto 
University, who died suddenly on 8th March, was, says the 7'imes, a 
legal writer of eminence whose works are well known on both sides of 
the Atlantic. He was born in Toronto on 21st June, 1852, while his 
father, afterwards Sir J. H. Lefroy, K.C.M.G., Governor of Bermuda 
and Tasmania, was President of the Canadian Institute. His mother 
was a daughter of Sir J. Beverley Robinson, Chief Justice of Upper 
Canada. Educated at Rugby and New College, Oxford, Lefroy was 
called to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1877, and in Canada in the 
following year. He obtained some practice at the Bar and took silk, 
but he was chiefly known as one of the leading authorities on Canadian 
Constitutional law. His latest work on the subject was published last 
year and was dedicated to his third son, who was killed on the Western 
front in April, 1917. Professor Lefroy was editor of the Canadian Law 
7'imes, which had been developed under his guidance, besides contribut- 
ing regnlarly to the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation 
and other legal periodicals in this country. The Oxford University 
Press announce for early publication a new edition, which he had been 
preparing with much interest, of Mr. Frederic Harrison’s Lectures on 
Jurisprudence. A genial personality, he will be much missed by his 
friends here as well as in Canada. 








Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Jous Denpy, Watter Barnes Denpy and Writuis Paterson, 
solicitors (Dendy & Paterson), 5, Crose-street, Manchester. Dec. 31. 
So far as regards the said Walter Barnes Dendy, who hae retired from 
the firm; the said John Dendy and Willis Paterson will continue the 
said business under the present style or firm of Dendy & Paterson 

(Gazette, March 14. 

P. J. Varpow and Taverner B. Mitre, solicitors (S. F. Miller, 
Vardon & Miller), 12, Savile-row, W. 1. Feb. 1. The said P. J. Vardon 
and T. B. Miller will continue to practise separately at the above 
address [ Gazette, March 18. 


Information Required. 


EDWARD WILLIAM SEWARD (Deceased), late of the city of 
Weston-super-Mare, collar manufacturer.—Will any 
solicitor or other person who has in his custody a will or who prepared 
a will, subsequent to August, 1909, for the above named deceased 
kindly communicate with Wade-Gery & Brackenbury, Solicitors, 5t 
Neots, Hunts? 

Messrs, Royds, Rawstorne & Co., of 46, Bedford-square, London, W.c., 
would be glad to hear from solicitors and others whether they have 
prepared or know of the whereaboute of the will of 2nd Lieutenant 
JOHN MARCON FLOYD, of the R.A.F., and of 7, Sloane-street, 
London, S.W. 


General. 


Mr. Reginald Thomas Webster, of Croydon, and of Lincoln’s-int- 
fields, W.C., solicitor, left estate of gross value £21,413. 

Mr. Frederic Northcote Chapple, of Great St. Helens, E.C., and 
Phillimore-gardens, W., solicitor, left estate of gross value £48,142. 

Mr. Henry Elliott Fox, of Jeune House, Elm Grove-road, Salisbury, 
late District Registrar of the Probate Court at Salisbury, left estate o 
gross value £23,741 

Mr. Henry Mossop, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and of The Grange, Ash- 
ford, Middlesex, formerly of Caversham House, Oakhill-road, Putney, 
S.W., left estate of gross value £19,854. 

Lord Ernle, President of the Board of Agriculture, in a letter to the 
Northumberland and Durham Allotments Association, says that er 
Government recognize the value of a liberal supply of allotments, an 
ia order that additional land may be acquired, the Board proposes in 
the Land Settlement Bill to give speedy and effective powers a 
authorities to obtain land, and they will be urged to make full use 
such powers. 
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BRITANNIG ASSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED. 


Chief Offices: BROAD STREET CORNER, BIRMINGHAM. 


















Extracts from the DIRECTORS’* REPORT for the Year 1918. 








The sum paid in Claims under the Company's Policies during the year ended; TOTAL INCOME AND EXPENDITURE. The gross income from al! sources 
Jist December, 1915, amounted to £861,663, which .included £240,964 paid under, amount:d to 21,870,064, being an Increase of €192,197 over the Gross Incume of the 
Mataring Policies, previous year. The total out-go amounted to £1,493,449, leaving a Surplus Balance 
WAB CLAIMS. The total paid to date under this head amounts to £390,000. on the year's accounts of £376,006 to be added to the Funds. 
FINANCING THE WAR. The Company's Holding of British Goveroment’ QR DINARY BRANCH. Policies were issued in thie Branch ‘ 
hy aseaene. close of the year amounted to £1,780,000, This has since been | of £798,903 at an annual premium of £44,856, and single premiums of £1 


PREMIUM INCOME. The Premium Income in respect of Life Assurance | TOTAL CLAIMS PAID, The total amount paid in Claims up to the Sist 
govanted to £1,627,768, being an increase of £161,621 over the previous year. December, 1918 was £13,327,482. 
J. MURRAY LAING, F.LA., Secretary. JNO. A. JEFFERSON, F.1.A., General Manager. 


Good openings for energetic and reliable Agents in all parte of the United Kiagdom. 








— 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Bonar Law, Lord Privy 
Court Papers. 


Seal, in reply to Mr. Macmaster (C.U.), said : The British Delegates on 

the Commission appointed at the Peace Conference to report on in- | : 
demnities and reparations are definitely instructed to claim an indemnity | Supreme Court of Judicature, 
which will include the costs of the war as well as damage actually in 
flicted, and the Commission are now considering the amount to be 
claimed, the method in which payment can be made, and the means Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
of enforcing payment. Mr. Macmaster asked whether the Commission | Rota. No, 1. Eve. SaRGant. 


| Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


ever asked for special instructions. Mr. Bonar Law : No, never. Monday.. Mar. 24 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Leach 
“ . . ee } Tuesday ...... 25 Jolly Farmer Laach Charch 
At Bloomsbury County Court on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, a man, | Wednesday .. 26 Synge Jolly Church F 
who stated that he had nine children, all under the age of fourteen, | } a tees - — areee a. detiy 
asked for the stay of an ejectment order. He said that he had been Seeeteren * - — = nge 
2 - . . ccf Saturday .... 20 Loldschmidt Borrer +) Blexam 
over nearly the whole of the North of London trying to find a house. | ’ "or vee te 
The Deputy-Registrar : You will -find it rather difficult to house nine Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O. 
children. The man: Of course, I cannot get a place. I was offered — ae ny . pen egs . —— —aee 
‘ : . 7 > — — .4 | Monday.. Mar. 24 Mr. Borrer ‘Mr. xam Mr. Synge r. Jolly 
ow * £2 a week, but it would take most of my earnings. He added Tussday %..... 25 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
at he owed a few pounds rent, but he hoped to find a part of it and | Wednesday .. 26 Leach Goldschmidt Borret Blexam 
smooth out the trouble with the landlord. The Deputy-Registrar : You Tharsday wee ae Charen sen Goldecheniat Boro - 
i i ; i ; j as 4 > ; ing riday ........ @ ‘armer urc’ Leach dschmidt 
are in an impossible position. The application was adjourned, it being | Setuntes *> Jolly | eed Church pees 


stated that the man would not be ejected without the further consent of | 
the court. 

The New York Correspondent of the 7'imes in a message dated the | 
6th inst., says: Harassed London family gen trying to find homes n ° ~ 
in the face of the landlord’s “‘ no children "’ edict will have reason to Winding-up Notices. 
envy New York if the measure now before the Board of Aldermen JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 








| 


becomes iaw. Under its provisions landlords will be prohibited from aie ae Gren 
barring children to a houses and all other buildings used for : gin . 
dwelling purposes, under penalty of a fine of £50 or five days’ imprison Leadon Gasstie--Fainat, Masch 16 
E. & D. Maginnis, Lv.—Creditore are required, on or before March 31, to send 


ment cr both. The Bill is the result of the growing tendency on the 

e | their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
part of landlords to refuse to let accommodation to people having S. A. Mayers, 21, Mawdsley-st., Bolton, Agent for James Carter, 14, Wood-st 
children. Such a stage was finally reached that the matter was taken | Bolton, liquidator ; 


up by the General Welfare Committee of the Board of Aldermen, | Loxnox & KENsinoton Investment Conronation, Ltp.—Creditots are required, on 
or before March 148, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of 


whic espo Jounty il. 
hich corr nds to the London Cou y Counc | their debts or claims, to Francis James Dickson, 36, Broad-st. House, liquidator. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, Mr. Shortt, Home Secretary, | Osram-Ronertson Lame Works, Lrp, (IN Votontanr Liquipation.)—Creditors are 
in reply to Mr. G. Locker-Lampson, said he regretted that he had not | required, on or before March 24, to send their names and addresses, and the 
f *. . . , . particulare of their debts and claims, to James Fraser, 31, ( opthall av., Liquidator 
ound it practicable to adopt his hon. friend’s suggestion that the | | . , 
diff t ’ anienti ould be allowed to ch » their r “i Texrise Mitt. Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 12, to send 
ifferent women’s organizations should be allowed to choose their repre- |  ¢).ir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
a to sit on the Royal Commission on Income Tax. Mr. Locker-| Alan Wrigley, 18, Cleggst., Oldham, liquidator 

pson asked why there was so much delay in setting up the Com 

mission. Mr. Chamberlain : It takes some time to form a Commission | 
of this kind, but the Commission is now complete except for one | 
Tespect, in regard to which I have been in consultation with one of my 
colleagues, and I hope to a it wey shortly. Mr. Ma master : Fraser & Cnuatmens, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send 
Will due representation be given to married women on the Commission’ | their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Mr. Chamberlain : I have asked a lady to be’ nominated on it. Mr. | Walter McDermott, Moorgate House, Finsbury-pavement, liquidator 
Macmaster : Only one’ Mr. Chamberlain : Yes. | Merrorotitay Grass Works, Lap. (Iw Votrnranr Ligvipation.)—Creditors are 

. » : ‘ | required, on or before April 10, to send in their names and addresses, and par- 

At Watford, on the 14th inst., says the Times, at a special sitting |  tioulars of their debts or claims, to Harold Wates, 6, Austin-friars, liquidator 
of magistrates, Sydney James Ellis, solicitor, who had until recently | Ruxcors & Heiser Rev Sanpstont Co., Lrv.—Creditors are required, on or before 
been magistrates’ clerk, was summoned to answer several allegations of | — h 28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
fraud and the conversion of cheques to his own use and benefit. Mr. | — 

H. D. Roome appeared on behalf of the Director of Public Prosecutions ; | 
and Mr. Freke Palmer for the defendant. Mr. Roome stated that the | 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in Cmancekr 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, March 18 


to Elliot Tennent Nicholson, 24, North Joha-st., Liverpool, liquidator 


summonses had been granted on the sworn information of Mr. Norman | . ° . * 
Edward Kelly, solicitor, a partner with the defendant. There was due | Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
to clients £14,653 and the defendant's capital in the firm was overdrawn | London Gazette»—Fripar, March 14. 

to the extent of about £13,000, no less than £6,070 having been with- | yartin Winser & Co., Ltd Orders & Handford. Ltd. 


drawn in the three years during which Mr. Norman Kelly had been on | Société Auxiliaire de Traneperte, Utd Abbot Steamship Go, Ltd. 
i i F F i | Grantham and District Hide, Skin, Fat Channel Transport, Ltd. 
‘Wtive service. Mr. Kelly’s father had provided £15,000 to pay the ede. Ltd Ce eet, 


tlients. Evidence was given by directors of the Watford Mortgage and | pein Ltd J. Linton & Co., Ltd 
Wheldale Coal Co., Ltd 


| Land Investment Society showing that the defendant had obtained | London and Kensington Investment Wheldale Cos » tae. 
their si Corporation, Ltd yatt, Son & Bethell, Ltd. 
their signatures to a cheque for £800 on pretence that the money of the | _ Corporation Tree nee eee cs., Led, 


iiety was to be advanced on_ property. Witnesses were called with | ae Ltd New Silkstone & Heigh Moor Coal 
ard to other transactions. The hearing was adjourned for a fort- | Osram-Robertson Lamp Works, Ltd. Co., Ltd. 
ight, Broomfield Steam Laundry Co., Ltd. 
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Torspar, March 18 
Farrer, Groves & Co., 
Amy! Steamehip ©o., 
South Wilts Collecting Depot, 
New Liverpool Real Property ‘ Wiggins, Teape & Co., Ltd 
Metropolitan Glase Works. Ltd ( Model Dairies, Ltd 


j . * 
West African Mines & h Case Ce Ltd 


Gazette 
Ltd 


Londor 


Iron and Gold C 
Ltd 


Ltd 


Brasilis 
ragiian Ltd 


Grosvenor Aircraft Co 


Wise & Co., Ltd Ltd 


apham 
ndon Wat 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


irch 
April 8, to send by prepaid 
! Marsden-st., 


nvere 10 


. 
zette Faipay, M 


} 


London Gai 
reouired. on or before 
j 


Farrriann, | 
Stanley L 


poet fall articou 
Vancheeter 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day CLat™ 


London Z ‘ t iroh 14 
Poo.es, Hanotp Arruvr, \ Bridge-rd 
of London Fr i0tl 


Sydney Harold Ha 


vident 


Vict. 
CLAIM 
‘ M 4 


9 Maughan & 


Under 2 


Cap 


\LiensTow. Mar 
upon-Ty nm 
AltorT, Etiza, ~ 
Shepton Mallet 
ALLoTr, Rev Joseru, Cros 
Littler, Shepton Mallet 
Joan, Lightcliff Yor 
Vajior VINcentT 
Fredenok's4 Old Jewr 
Boa«rvpmMaN Tromas, HBriwhton 
Brighton 
Boots, CaTHrRrine, 


Mareh 31 


trig hou 


BRL, 
Bingen 


sland 


Vanefield \W porul se Mansfield 
BowMAN, Anrace Wititram, Kh nd-gdn ith el y te ’ ll Brid 

& Co., 4, Collegenhill, Cannom-st 
Bragam, Josrrn, Gerrard-st., Sole 
Carver, ANN Manta, North Elm! 

Prior, Eaet Der 
CHES WORTH \RTacrR ! 
of Lancaster Office, I 

Manors, Iifracom'. Apr il 
CHaries Hazanrt Fasthourn 


1 
condor 
CLACE 
CLAYTON, 
Cannon-s 
Dansiec., Lieut.-Col. Hrvay 
DaRLINeTON, JouN, Bocles March 24. Smith & Bre 
Dixon, ARTHceR WILLIAM, yey-rd., St. John's 
Bartlett & Michelmore, 38, Bloomebudry-sq 
Doveury Henny Monraot Leiston, Suffolk \ 
Old Jewry 
Ewrens, Hanrater Pees, Portsmouth Apri 
Queen Victoria-st 


Smira, Hertford Ma 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuere and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, 
speciality.—{Apvr.]} 


| Groree, 


HAL, 


| Ropeers, 


DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS, (LIMITED), | 


bric-A-brac, a | 


Pismeetr, JouN, Medburn-st., St. Panores, Bricklayer. April 15. Cooper, Bake) 
Roche & Fottes, 6 aad 7, Portman-st., Portma ortmas-eq. 

Rev. Fi Wusiam Darwix, Kirby Cane, Norfolk. March 31. Sprakeg 
Co., ng 

Tuomas Tuskanpen, Ilford. April 10. Lambert & Hale, 35, Queen Victoningt 
ARTHUR Pattison, Comeragh-rd., West Kensington. April ll. Bridgmas 
4, College-hill, Cannon-st 

E.iza ANN, Cheltenham. April 25. Skelton & Co., Manchester. 

Nicno.as Jomx, Edgwere-rd., Grocer. April 30. Long & Gardiner, 8, 


Lincoln's Inn-fields. 
Harrsinver, Istporr, Sotheby-rd., May 1. 73, Bishops. 
WwW. B. é OC. Huatoa, 


Bartlett & 


Fox, 
Fox, 
& Co., 


HALL, 


Highbury Zeffertt & Co., 


gate. 
Harwarp, Groner, Richmond, Cabinet Maker. April 4. 
Richmond, Yorks 
Hirsomy, Wittimam Carga, British Columbia 
Thornton, 115, High Holborn. 
Hinst, Atrrep, Brighouse. April 14 
Howarp, Aowes CaTuerine, Newhory, 
Devonehire-terr., Portland-p! 
InuMaN, Richanp Hves, Greencroft-qdns 
Storr, 8, Bloomsbury-sq 
Jacksox, Epwarp, Birmingham 
Jackson, Josern, Bampton. April 30. 
jJacoms, Jane, St. Leonards-on-Sea 
Iun-fields 
Jane, Oldham 
London 
WititaM, Belgian Congo, Africa, 
Nicholls, 12, New-<t., Lincola’s Inn 
Ectzasern, Calne, Wilts. May 2. W. P 
Wattern Tomas, Luton, Straw Flait Dyer 
London Well-bldgs 
MARSHALL, Forrester, Rotherham, Yorks 
Mices, Cuantes Narier, Malmesbury, 
Malmesbury 
MILter, ANDREW 
Wisbech 
Morrent, Leperr Groner, Dawlish 
& Langley, 4, Bedford-cow 
Nicnois, Witstam Davip, Redeliffe-cdne., South 
Mossop & Syms, 11, Lincoln’s Inn-fields. 
O'Consent, Macrice Wiitram, Hill Creet-rd., Ealing 
Woodward & Co., 15, John-st., Bedford-row 
Wittiam, Merthyr Tydfil, Dreper April 12. R 
Tydfil 
PICKLES, ANNIE, 
Pickies, Josern, 
Brig house 
PIcKLes, SELWYN, 
Brighouse 
Povipen, ANN EL, 
Proporns, Heresert, 
Chippenham 
Joun, Sheffield, Managing Director 
SHUYFLEBOTHAM, Samvuet, Madeley, Stafford april 14 
Suvrrtewortsa, Anne, Leeds. April 17. W. H Clarke, 
Smuirn, Cuantes Evowarp, Brockworth, . Gloucester, 
Treasure, Gloucester 
CaTuerine Docker, 
Srexcer, Atice, Lytham 
Srosargt, Frank, Gainford, 
I'vne 
STRATTON 


April 18. 


Bernard H. Richardson, 
Berks. April 30. Indenmaur 


Hughes, 


Brighouse 
& Clark, 1, 


Hampstead. April 2 W bitelo 


ké 

April 4. B. Shirley Smith, Birmingham 
Edwin T. Hett, Oxford. 

April 26. Pennington & Son, 66, Lincolg’s 

Dachy of Lancaster Offies, 

April 


De Gex, Weymouth. 
May 1. Jenkins, Baker & Co, § 


Oxley & Coward, Rotherham, 
390. Forrester, Moir & Ga, 


Fracer & Woodgate, 
Booth, Birks 
Heary 


April 12. Douglas Houstoun, 


JONES 


Kener Mining Agent. Pearce & 


Low? 


Lye 


April &. 
Wilts. April 
Peter, Groeer. April 18 


Wisbech Saint 


May 12. Collyer-Brietow, Curtis, 


Kensington.. April M. 


April 19 Ravenscroft, 


Owen Edwards James, Merthyr 


Bernard H 
April M. Bernard H. 


Bernard H. 


Richardson, Brighouse. 
Richardson, 


Richardson, 


Yorks 
y orks 


April 4 
Farmer 


Southowram, 
Southowram, 
Southowram, Yorks, Farmer. April 14. 
Garrard, 


Finchley-rd 
Wilts 


Kington St 


April. 


Wolfe & Co., 
Michael, Ww 


April M. 


Branson & = Sheffield. 
Edwd. Slaney, Newonstle. 
Middleton & Co., Leede. 
Farmer April 15. 


13, Suffolk-st. 
ood & Awdry, 


nil 27. 


Salt & Glover, Wem. 


New castle-apam- 
Wilts 


April 15. Lheas, 
Halifax. 
Cooper & Goodger, 


Wem, 
May 31 
Durham 


Salop 
Walshaws, 
April 18 


SPENCE 


Dixon & Mason, Peweer 
Swanees. 
Hutchins & Co., 


Lewis Margetts 
Turnbull 


April 14 
Picton, Evans & Jones, 
Sussex. April 30. Murray, 


Alton Priogg, Wilts. 
Srrocp, Epmucenp, Swansea. Abril 24 
Srerpy, Wittsam Artuor, Lindfield, 
J 11, Birchin-lane 
Scmrrer, Jomn~ Brvan, East-rd., 
& Jenkins, 370, Old-st 
Tuack wray, Groner Bayne, 
& Sons, Scarborough 
fHomsas, Marearer Lovise, 
Brea m's-bidgs 
THOMPSON, MARGARET, 
castle-upon-Tyne 
THorr, Witiiam, Stretford, 
Manchester 
Towner, CLara 
Torrixn, Poitier Henry, 
’ mouth. 
Vieax, Setrsa Leer, Torquay April 2%. Lovell, Son & Pitfield, 3, Gray's Inn-sq. 
Wateer, Lieut.Col. Reersatp Stisr, R.E., D.S8.0., Southampton. May 1. Herbert 
Smith, Gose, King & Gregory, 62, London Wall. 


ARTHUR 


City-rd., Bootmaker. April 14 


Scarborough, Professor of Music. April 26. 


Hastinge April 17 Bower, Cotton & Bower, 4 


Warkworth, Northumberland. May 1. W. R. Gibson, New- 


near Manchester, Merchant. June 2. Minor & Co., 


Forbes & Son, 1 Mark-lane. 


Culloden-et., Poplar. April i. 5, 
April 14. Shelly & Johns, Ply- 


Plymouth, Contractor 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Ltp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





‘MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers ait Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 





LICENSE SPECIALISTS 


INSURANCE. 








For Further Information, write: 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases; and Mbortgages of 
Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel,|will be sent Jon application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 








